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[n. 27/2005-^[♦-i/'flu K 33/4/2005-^.^. ] 
^ ■#. ^r45l, 3T3|^ 

2498 GI/2005 , 


S.O. 3093.— In exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (b) of Sub-section (I) of Section 9 of the Indian 
Stamp Act, 1899 (2 of1899), the Central Governmemheielty 
pernuts Andhra Bank, Hycter^rad Inpay consolidated stanq) 
duty of rupees tweiity lakh only <mi account ttf the stamp 
duty on Unsecured Non-Convertible Redeemable 
Subordinated bebt Bonds (‘E’ Series—Fifth Issue) of 
rupees ten lakh each aggregating to rupees two h un^ft H 
crore only, to be issued by the said Bank. 

jNo. 27/2005-STAMP/F. No. 33/4/2005-STI 
R G.CHHABRA, Under 
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(iii) 


(iv) 


(v) 




(lO the ass 


ff 17 3TTO,2005 

( ) 

^ 1961 (1961 "^43) 

(23n) (iv) ^ 

fl<ohK 

T^-600002”'a^^-1^rak^^ 2002-2003 
FT % ^ ^ ^ ^ 

famsf ^PT<ft t, 3iT«lht ’ “" 

f STsq^ 'BTT^ oiFT^ 

^ 

^ ^ ^^ETfT ^4^4! TTf 

lira 11 ^'^nra (s) 

F# 1^ 3I*RnT55F^ 3Tt^ ^ 

^ ^ 3I5^?I 3iwi ^ 

f^t?T ip^ni 'smtqi "3^ '»iMt ®Ami; 

I+'HI 0,41 "#31, ■# 

: ^ 3nra W3'iTiir 3 i1m^ 

^ 3T3F1 #T3T-'3f«T3^ni 

n<ft^*; 

fI^-$T133513Tf«lf3raT, 1961 % 

T f3Mf*T<1 1?3 3TT33R ^ 

TTf^.3^k MRH^r^l ^ 

33 3^ ^ vjiri^ I 

!91/2005m. '^. 197/29/2005-3333^13.-1] 
({1m3, i|4, 3131711^ 

lAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 
V Delhi, the 17th August, 2005 
(INCOiVIETAX) 

94.— tn exercise of the powers conferred 
(iv) of clause (23 C) of Section 10 of the 
t, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
the “Victoria Technical Institute, 765, Anna 
i-600002” for the purpose of the said sub¬ 
assessment year 2002-2003 to 2004-2005 
■ollowing conditions, namely:— 

;see will apply its income, or accumulate for 
ion, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
;h it is established; 

ssee will not invest or deposit its fund (other 
untaia^ contributions received and maintained 


in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above other wise than in any one 
or more of the fonns or modes specified in Sub¬ 
section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notihcation will not a^ty in rdation to any income 
being profits and gains of business, unless the 
business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the 
assets will be given to a charitable organisation. 
[Notification No. 191/2005/F. No. 197/29/2C)05-ITA-l) 

DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 

3^1^, 17 3Tn7<T, 2005 

( ) 

■^,OT. 3095.—33333;3TfitPiMM, 1961 (1961'^43) 

^qra 10%7^ (2:'3) (iv) 3^ 

3^ 3fi7-fWti4 1998-1999 2000-2,001 % %TT 

r^HrcTirta tl ^ % 3Tl1l3 7^ ^ ^ ^5373^ % ^PTril3m 
Wl t, 3t?lT3, :— 

(i) 3R fH'MlRdl 3T3^ 33^33 3Taira 373^ 333 3^ 

3qT 3T3m31 
3>(m1 RiR. 5<r{=t>1 Twin'll 3)13^ 

t, 

(ii) 

^ 11 311-3W7T (5) 

1^f3t^ 1^ 1^ 3T8I^ 3tiil3> t3 33qra 37i^ 

33f^ % 3r<T 3SIT 3T37f^ 3iWT 

fi33) 3)113^ "3^'^PrilT 3181^1 "3^ ^rra 3^ =Am1; 

(iii) ■3?3TftiR^3I%ti1'^333'%7R^'^ WI.3^'^, ^ 

% 3Tdra7 3TTO ^ 3^13rf^m d ^ 3311^ 

^TTTritR 333 3R I3«l1ft3l % 3^1 IHfiTT % 

3^w ^ ^ 

3# <dl ^ld1 ii; 

(iv) 3Rf3^l11^ 33331731131^, 1961 

313^ 333 133731 I33f33 3333»7 31133371 % 

713^ ;^i1^ 

(v) 133333)1 f73l3^'T71^^1^l1<'=»^ <in'iqT3lk 

3314 tiMciH 3II 4l I 

[3tl37J33T7i. 192/2005m.'3. 197/25/2002-33337713.-1] 

4I33734, 3737 3133 


i % I' ' '1 »l .. 


aivMt- '«'♦ 
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New Delhi, the 17th August, 2005 
(INCOMETA3Q 

S.O. 3095.— In exercise of the powers confened 
by subclause (iv) of clause (23 C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central GovemtnetU 
herdDy notifies the “Inidan Merchants Chamber, Mumbai’’ 
for the purpose of the said subclause for the assessment 
year 1998-1999 to 2000-2001 subject to the following 
xonditions, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate fm 
application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fimd (other 
than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewelleiy, fiuniture etc.) for any penod 
during the previous years relevant to the assessment 
ye^s mentioned above otherwise than in any one or 
more of the forms or modes specified in sub-section 
(5) of Section II; 

(iii) this notification will not aj^Iy in relation to any income 
being profits and gains of business, unless the 
business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the 
assets will be given to a charitable organisation. 

[Notification No. 192/2005/F. No. 197/25/2002-ITA-Il 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 
18 3TUW, 2005 
(3?R^) 

^.31T. 3096.— 

1962 6 1961 ^ WJ 

35 (1 ) (ii) % 

^ 1-4--2004 31-3-2007 

dK l tt l Hl -2210Q5 

( TrlT ), ^ 3m; 3T5HUH t, 

MUi ^ : — 

TttPT I 
(ii) 

WT ^ t, 3T^«rH ^- 


(^) 3lFt ^ ^ ^ fw 

^ 3Tsqm ■ 9 ?^ 3Tsim w ^ 90 

4>Vu, 

^tfqfwT, 1961 ^ 35 

(1) % WT■T^ 11 

(iii) ^5 

m Rafi ’ SI’W »t-'9Tr^ :— 

(^) 'SRI ^5ttPi4) 

crti <il?i *61 (ci^ 

«IRr35 (1) TO (ii) % 

^ ^ ■qpT f I 

("Sr) ^ MHlhd 

ttH % fcH^ ^ ^ I 

193/2005m-?T. 203/58/2004-3tPmfil.-n] 

New Delhi, the 18tii August, 2005 

(INCOMETAX) 

S.O. 3096.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organization Banaras Hindu 
University, Varanasi-221005 (Uttar Pradesh) has been 
approved by the Central Government for the purposes of 
clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of Section 35 of the Income 
Tax Act, 1961, read with rule 6 of the Income Tax Rules, 
1962 for the period from 1-4-2004 to 31-3-2007 under the 
cate^ry. University, partly engaged in research activities 
(and not as a ‘ scientific research association’ cxistmg solely 
for research) subject to the following conditions;— 

(i) The approved organization shall maintain separate 
accounts for its research activities. 

(ii) For each of the financial years for which the ai^oval 

is being given, the approved organiz^ion shall 
submit a copy of its audited Income and Expeiwliture 
account in respect of the research activities for which 
it has been approved under sub-sectioiL (1) of Section 
3 5 of inepme Tax Act, 1961 te Cammissumer of 
Income-Uix or Director of Income'-^ (Ezeemptions) 
having junsdktion, oaor beware thedue d^ of fihng 
of return pf incouto or 9fi (^sfipom the date of 

this not^icatioB, wlfic^keverej^ocBS later. 

(iii) The app!i^€d orgMuzaAkm aim enclose with 
the lacoipeaiui Er^ieiidteice aesouat ne&sisdtc^ 
paragraph (ii) abewe, a certificatte Siam the 
auditor > 

(a) specifying the amount rccfa\etf by Ae 
orgsuizafitiot forscientific reseaodf atrSBipoct 
of nrhicli the donms a e eli^ide to claim 
deductiem under clau^ (u) of ^-ssefion (1) 
of Section 35 
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(b) cerijifying that the expenditure incurred was 
for scientific research. 

iNo. 193/2005/F.No. 203/58/2004-ITA-II] 
NIDHI SINGH, Under Sec\- 
18 3FT??T, 2005 

(ainigiT) 

197.— 

F ^ -qfeT 1961 

) (ii) %TrTt^nTr4 

1-4-2003 

1006 

( ^glJTT ), "i^^lf-eooi 13, ^ 

iPf-cucHMTehl4w %, "=1 

^T^^TVPT ^4-^d I iT %%TT 
(ii) 

^ TFT %, 3T^/ B'T^ '31^^ wf- 

TT^ ^ ^ fro rnrt^ 

Fl^ ^ 3T*W ^ ^ 

T, ^ f^TTT^ 

>1^ If j ^ qKl 35 

7f?T 3?Trf1 - W “fRT 11 

'T^^T (u)'^*TF l'fTT3TR'q4^-gT^% 
Nl^^3TT^T3^Wf^i-'93r^Ti^^?bTI : — 
f 4'I on 3TF<T 

(■5TrTi%^'3e#3r%^'w^, 

fif qrrr 35 ^ ^.TT (1) 7^ (i i) % 31^ 

I <;iqi q><4 % ■'IT^ ^ I 

' ^THiP'iq f^)?TT "W 
^ «TT I 

[arfV^^TT. 19|/2005mTi. 203/44/2004-3!TFT^f^.-II] 

f^^fTTF, 3T^Tlf^ 
New Delhi, the 18th August, 2005 


(iii) ^ yodH 


category’ University; College or other Institution’, partly 
engaged in research activities (and not as a ‘scientific 
research association’ existing solely for research) sub|cct 
to the following conditions:— 

(i) The approved organization shall maintain separate 
accounts for its research activities. 

(ii) For each of the financial years for which the approval 
is being given, the approved organization shall 
submit a copy of its audited Income and Expenditure 
account in respect of the research activities for which 
it has been approved under sub-section (1) of Section 
35 of Income Tax Act, 1961 to the Commissioner of 
Income-tax or Director of Income-tax (Exemptions) 
having jurisdiction, on or before the due date of filing 
of return of income or within 90 days from the date of 
this notification, whichever expires later. 

(iii) The approved organization shall also enclose with 
the Income and Expenditure account referred to in 
paragraph (ii) above, a certificate from the auditor ;- 

(a) specifying the amount received by the 
organization for scientific research in respect 
of which the donors are eligible to claim 
deduction under clause (ii) of sub-section (1) 
of Section 35. 

(b) certifying that the expenditure incurred was 
for scientific research. 

[Notification No. 194/2005/F. No. 203/44/2004-ITA-Ilj 
NIDHI SINGH, Under Secy. 
f^CTlI', 22 ^dKI, 2005 

T^.31T. 3098.—I'Mfell TitTT^ITr 
'ilWI W<+>K Sl<l 3Tl<tcb< 

1962.%i%^6 %Tn8Tl1^ 3TFT^3TfiTf^ -j961 ^ m} 
35 ( 1) %7#^(u) <=h \ ^^ 

3TS!t^ ^ ^ % 37^71^ fc;'Hi4) 1-4-2001 ^ 

31-3-2004 TTSfT ^ % ^TTT TTTSIH 

iil-e. ^6U<^^-248140■5T^3T?m: 
f, (■3fh:'=Tf4Te;T^ttH%#n7^TrTpf 

% 3T^hT 3i^4ir^a Fithi ifTT % : — 

(i) 


- (INCOME TA?0 

S.O, 3097.—it is hereby notified for general 
information that he organization The Volui itary Health 
Services, T.T.T.1 Post (Adyar), Chennai-600)113 has been 
approved by the i Central Government for the; purposes of 
clause (ii) of sub- section (1) of Section 35 o f the Income 
Tax Act, 1961, re ad with rule 6 of the Incom le Tax Rules, 
1962 for the peric d from 1-4-2003 to 31-3-2fl I06 under the 


(ii) fqnlq q4 % 1%^f^TT7 %%tt 

W3 1%^ TFT %, TPT5F FiFf- 

■FJvTT^’% ^73T Fft%T ^^ 

3T8T^ 3TFR5T 

cTT^^ 3Rq^3TT^FF^3T8TmFTT3tf^^J^^71TTh3 
90l^%3fF^, -sit ^■FT^'^TTFTFT^, 
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1961 ^HRI35 ^ 

3HHTO ( 1 ) % 3r?rf?r 3T3HttT??r WT“THT11 
(iii) ^H^2Rl%r(ii)'^*'H^f%^l^ y.^' **<*1 

H<i6 MHIUIH*riH <6^11 ;— 

(■^) Ru'MA ^’lon SKI % Rim, ni'<i 

«hl <lf^ *w <3c^<sl ‘inilft, Rim, 

HRT 35 (1) 15^ (ii) % SPTrftT 

liJPTr "f I 

195/2005/H5r.7T. 203/15/2005-3TTO)TlH.-n] 

^M«h 'l4, 

New Delhi, the 22nd August, 2005 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 3098.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organization Himalayan Institute 
Hospital Trusty Jolly Grant, Deliradun-248140 
(Uttranchal) hasbeenapprovedby the Central Government 
for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of Section 
35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961, read with rule 6 of the 
Income-tax Rules, 1962 fbr the period from 1-4-2001 to 
31-3-2004 under the category, ‘university. College or other 
institution’, partly engaged in research activities (and not 
as a ‘scientific research association’ existing solely for 
research) subject to the following conditipns:— 

The approved organization shall maintain separate 
accounts for its research activities. 

(ii; For each of the financial years for which the ^)proval 

is being given, the approved organization shall 
submit a copy of its audited Income and E?q)endituFe 
account in reiq)ect of the research activities for which 
it has been approved under sub-section (1) of Section 
35 of Income-tax Act, 1961 to the Commissioner of 
Income-tax or Director of Income-tax (Exempticms) 
having jurisdiction, on or before the due date of filing 
of return of income or within 90 days fiom the date of 
this notification, whichever e3q)ires later. 

(iui The approved organization shall also enclose with 
the Income and Expenditure account referred to in 
paragraph (ii) above, a <ertificate fiomthe auditor:— 

(a) specifying the amount received by the 
organization for scientific research in respect 
of which the donors are eligible to claim 
deduction under clause (ii) of sub-section (1) 
of Section 35; 

(b) certifying that the e 3 q)enditufe incurred was 
for scientific research. 

[NotificationNo. 195/2005/F. No. 203/15/2005-ITA-II] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy 


^ (3iiW**l4f^Hnt) 

(^If^wm) 

25 2005 

■^.311. 3099.“%RkTR!pR,W11Hl(m%7IRT^ 
1^, 1976%f^10%'3Hfim(4) 

% =hl4^ltiHr WT TJM ^ #THT t, 

t:- 


sFH. 

^lHl<rl41/ 


01 

2. 

10 

3. 

01 


25 

5, 

83 


120 


[m 7T. 11016/7/2005-11^] 


1 . 

Htn : 

1^— 

^-250002 

2 . tie 

te-250001 

3. Hitcfl^ tie 

Tiren, 

te-250001 

4. hkHIh tie 4r^, 

te-250002 

5. HkHIh tie 

l^-HlfirnHR-201005 
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6 . 

Wll, % 

7. 

^^-18, ■ 

8 . 

9. 


:W-201305 


C-201305 


;-245402 


¥fR., 

OrcRT^) 
f^T-24800- 
10. 4^Oh, 

?ni3T, 

PnCH-titHK [, 

^■6'KI'^-4i;! 806 

1. 3fnT7 

-Sl^^rT “hMlcFT, 
ii,'tTTiT'5ni wnt, 

2«l^<=bMI-7 )0001 

1. •^PlH'1 Ifoh 3ir?> 

?IP3[T, 

^ * 1 " _-‘V- 

2-3, 1^^ wTn 

n^Q^Vi 10010 

2 . 

-ws, 

Knici '^. 13, «i>Hd HIMI, 

SK«hl, ^^ ’-6, 

^ R;qti1-i 10045 

3. 

?ITT§r, 

«TTTi^3TTfl-^%^, 

33^3^5^,^5^-208009 

4. 5pmf^ 

w ^iisTT, 

5ell?HI<;-211004 


5. 5p1^H 

3TPTf W?3T, 

T?TimK-211004 

6. '5fTOt5Fr33T^'5fe?T, 
fj^W^lPST, 

■515^ f^raim, 

fTWW. -SFI^-208007 

7. 5pm 

STFRT TTifM'^l'^l ^?ll<3i, 

■3^53^73^, 

3TFRr-2820l0 

8. 5pmt5F3Tf^-5fe7TT, 

«ft,'3TR.«fl. oRf^ "TTPIT, 

%35t^, W3fr53, 

1^^-848X01 

9. 5!^m "iNr ff^qr, 

*<5IS<5< ?l3)f^'! '+>Th1h1 71T13T, 

4)4j<5s|I'I, -^3=11-800020 

10. 5pmf^3fR7-5ft^, 

f^-854105 

11. '^Pl'H'l 'If^ 31T'+> 5(5^1, 

-^TPIT, 

9tm3 7fe, Hrai, 

3W^, 

246001 

12. 5pmf^ 3^T^> 

^5f1^T wrf^, -sFtcmm, 
fV^'3 f^fcrsM, -ffhlTT <T^, 
2301^ •sn.'^T, 

+lc3=bIcH-700 020 

13. 5pmf^3Tf^f^, 

ti<)'Ji'i1 -^FR J^inai, 

W33J-226008 

14. 5pm-'IN7 3ir<+> 

-TOT, ^ 

1|3q-752 055 

3|lfs;fll 
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15. 3TrP 
%^5R ^irerr, 

"tW^ % "TR?, 

%l?R-758 001 

16. 3Tf9? 

?ni3T, 

3T^^^iTJm-224122 

17. 4f*tJ ^T'h 
«IR ?ni3T, 

2, ■^, 

m., 31^-454001 

18. 

TTRm, 

726, -iMM'H l(iw2vn, 

^Tsirjr zf^rt 3 ihm«iI 
i^, ■*T«T 31^-452009 

■?Trarr, 

nT^^-517 501, 

f^f^, (STRI3I^) 

20. •2jpm'INr28f«F'5fs^, 

^Tl’S'n^s W13T, 

■^5^-6, 'M^wl 

TTS^ 'rnift 

31FRRK-380 054 

21. '2if^^3ThT^fe?n, 

3TR^ <*T<^ TTIiaT, 

3TR^ ■'Jl'tJ, «t>^50 
gv4 l <)<»<M I, (W^S^) 

1^-825301 

22 . 

TTnar, 

(^ni3snis) 

1^-827006 

23. 

MHMis i?nim, 

H^<^1 ♦ir®id, ^I'Jii'^ Tte, 


H4H l g- 423 104 

24. 

^^'?IP3T, 

r^vii<am<i«iH, 

■^•JT. 10-50, 14/3(3), 3t8RTTR, 
qicri«ii <is, ■ 
re(VII<aH<«d«m-03, 3I^ 

25. ^4) 

TTrat, (q5flHaiH<<d'J|H, 
10-50, 14/3(3), 3l«R7TR, 
<ls, 

ftVH<am<,<i'J|H-03, 31^ 

3f<*> 

1. 

TinSTT, 

25/5161?, 

r<»1d l, T^^-518 501 

311^31^, ^5^ 

2. «N), 

TTnar, 

^^elff^-518 464 
aiF«3I^, 

3. '%TO‘t5F, 

^!^'?in3T, 

^-518 643 

31^, 

4. %^n ^f*h, 

1?^ U 12/176, 

•qte 1?5?RWT, 

31^, qjvid 

'5. ■^’nj "^Nr, 

■jjfei^raT ?TTiaT, 

T?;5T2t3TR 
^fegn SI-521 301 
3fra 31^, 

6. %^Tr ^«t>, 

^ ^fnar, 

1-44, isfNd '51^-7 
iTOT^- 502 335 
STTIil 31^. 
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7 

"^TWr % ■<7T^, ^ 

K ^rreiT, 

^)<4)jahlfH-522 509 

1/64-63-65 


T, 

16. 

-503 001 


n, PfyiWMi^ 

1-4^81, 'STcTWZr^ft^ 


^^rf^-508 214 

"TOT, 

^TFTfST 

31,Tl^«T^-508 284 

17. ^’Kl 'IN) 


9TTT 7TTT3T 


5-9-2 2/1/4 ^ 4 

TTT^, 



:-509 210 

18. 'If’^ 

1, 

> 

136, 

5n^, 


2571^^^, 

■TT^ ■'11% ■%■ 


■3?T-522 003 

J17 504 

19. 

i" 

m, TI^TOT, 

W^TOT 

3-6-275, 


20 . 

51/3 3TR^, 

*1*1 K 

t^RRT^-500 038 

21 . 

kernel TTFar 


^dMld-518 462 

22. VrtINf 

wsn 


3TT«nj^, 

15. 

^« ?ah l 4i l Pl 


W^-515 671 

23. %^-t^ 
%7PT^ TOT 


509 408 
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24. 

^hhii4h "^inaT 
30-15-160, ■sn^'^T 17 

25. 

^4444T "^inaT 
Pid^H 

^^2^-515 134 

26. 

'♦Tdlil '?1T13T 

1^^17-1-391/^/223/15 
«h*iH % "TRT 

■twn^-500 059 

27. %^#5P 
^rHilnfs "^irar 

•J^^llf^Tfe-SOI 112 
3IR m: 1^, ^ 31^ 

28. %wlN) 

^ii<ai, 

^^*ii<, ^*1 Tfe 
■^ta-523 155 
31^, mm 

29. 

15^ '?IP3T 

4s^, 15 ^ <li.[q^-518 463 
3ri?T 31^, 

30. 

'^irar 

14-66/1, ^ '*iK 3IR 

^ f N. - 

^nam-517 425 
3qfliI3I^, 

31. 

♦iPncn 

1?R35h»K Wm 
JiflTR^ /T, 2 

■^TR H4HI’5 ffe 
f?R^-423 109 


/ 

9759 

32. %^faF 

^^-6,‘%55T 

■531 

33. 

15 ^- 2 , RIRT 

-S'9 

34. 

_ f\ s 

T^tw 

^31 

35. -^RTT ^ 

■nt^-271 002 

^T?1TR;'^4'T 

331 

36. %^faF 

465, ' 1 *K 

3RR-209 801 
331 

37. 

'IPT fRBT 
’ 1 'K 

3^-243122 

33 

38. %35T^ 

T3ftl?ft"3FT 
■?Fm3^-242 001 
33 

39. ^fm 
■ 5 ?^ Ici'^l<) 

3. 3, 35Tf^33 ^<6 
1^15131^ 

33 

40. 

^i^fn 

3Rff3>3'*lfTH3 3 
ui-ss 3^tT, 
ft33 7, 

(1^) 

-^-400 093 

H^RPi # 
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58. 

xptr^ vuPSn 

59. %TO 

f^fc^ 

3t^ ■^iFlf^ 

l^T?«R?rH^-695 001 

60. %TO . 

■5?afir^, 15/4391^ 

^ Pqf^M 

BFJpJf^-682 301 

61. ^N> 

15/614 

62. 

•^?sifil^-680 519 

63. eh'KI 

pyPH^ii [u<i:^il3[f^ 

207/XIV 

^1^47, aiT?g^^ 
3iMMWV683 572 

64. %TO 

31/1003 

[s<fl^ ♦ifiiCT, 

TTT^SXte, 014 

%T^, MM<Kbl€ 

65. %TO 

^|5?Tcn«I^-678 558 

66. ^4^1 

^ 5/3420 T(*T, 

eDuw|«icf)«^ 

3TR^^ ■^n^PT % 


m«^< <!f^pM<W»)-5-673 004 

chlPM^cb^ 

67. ^'Ki 

■^JTT "firSTift, 

■5ST#,^?eT^~673121 

68. %^'^Nr 

Rl'aiKl, f3^'^F5 
'ST35Tfe,'>l?rgT*l-676 519 
Hd'^W 

^ 69. ^'K.i 

<^> 1 ^5^- 670 315 

70. ^41! 

^f, \ P ! 4<i , 18/395 
t1*y5*l ^1-5, 

■qt'^^554 

■4l<rl’^<*1, 'M^1'=n<i-673 002 
%T^, c6\P^4^ 

71. %rTO^ 
^1hlTtTt,^^IV582 

•?n3^'5RIR, ^JW^-670 002 

72. 

^^T^^-673 121 

73. ^’1<i 

61-34 

'im^-676 519 

74. ^111 ^<t) 

3TIJTITt "Ipcp 

18/1067,“%^ 
«»|fa^ -673 004 
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77. 


78. ^ 

XVIIn309 


79. ^'Ki "INf I 
3in5F3^-68^ 010 


80. ■^Nf 






91 506 




^ wr%’qra 

541 




(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Divisicm) 

New Delhi, the 25th August, 2005 

S.O. 3099.— In pursuance of sub-rule (4) of rule 
10 of the Official Languages (Use of Official Purposes of 
the Union) Rules, 1976 the Central (jovemment, hereby, 
notifies the listed offices^ranches of the following 
banks/Financial Institution in the attached annexure, 
more than 80% of the staff whereof have acquired the 
working knowledge of Hindi:— 



SI. Name ofthe Banks 

No. 

Number of Offices/ 
Branches 


1 . State Bank ofBikanerfe Jaipur 

01 

^^-686 506 

R 

2 . State Bank of India 

10 


3. United Bank of India 

01 


4, Union Bank of India 

25 

} 010 

5. CanaraBank 

83 



Total 

120 


[F.No. 11016/7/2005-Hindi] 

REMESH BABU ANIYERY, Jt Director (OL) 

STATE BANK OF BIKANER AND JAIPUR 

1. SIMALWARA 

Address : 

Simalwaia 
Distt. Banswara 
(Rajasthan) 

STATE BANK OF INDIA 

1. State Bank of India 
Ganganager 
Meeiut-250002 

2. State Bank of India 
Kankarkhera 
Meerut-250001 

3. State Bank of India 
Commercial Branch 
Meenit-250001 

4. State Bank of India 
Vhrdhman Academy 
Meerut-250002 

5. State Bank of India 
Rajendranagar 
Sahibabad 

Distt- Ghaziabad-201005 
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6. State Bank of India 
N.EJ>Z. 

Phase-II,NOIDA 
Distt.-Gautam Budh Na^-201305. 

7. State Bank of India 
Commeidal Branch 
Sector-IS.NOIDA 
Di^.*<jaiitam Budh Nagar-201305. 

8. State Bank of India 
Garhnuikteslnvar 

Distt -Ghaziabad-245402. 

9. State Bank of India 

MICR Cheque Processing Centre 
4-Convent Road 
Debra Dun. (Uttaranchal) 

Pin-248001. 

10. State Bank of India 
Mahabaleshwar Branch, 

Distt. Satara, 

Maharashtra-412 806. 

UNITED BANK OF INDIA 

1. United Bank of India, 

Head Office 

ll,HemantaBasu Sarani 
Kolkata-700001. 

UNION BANK OF INDIA 

1. Union Bank of India 
Shankar Vihar Branch 

2-3, Shankar \4har Shof^niig Complex 
Shankar\^har 
Ddhi-110010. 

2. Union Bank of India 
Dwaika Branch 

Hot No. 13, Batisal Plaza 
Dwaika, Sector-6 
New Delhi-110 045 

3. Union Bank of India 
Armour Branch 
Armapur Ordinance Factory 
Annapm'-Kaiq)ur-208 009. 

4. Union Bank of India 
PreetamNagar Branch 
Bal Nhtra Jr. Ihgh School 
Dhoomanganj 
Allahabad-211004. 

5. UnionBankoflndia 

Red Eagle Army Headquarter Branch 
Stanly Road 
Post Cavalty Lines 
Allahabad-211004. 

6. UnionBankoflndia 
Krishna Nagar Branch 
Jamuna Devi Balika Vi^^al^ 
Krishna Nagar 
Kanpur-208007. 


7. Union Bank of India 

Agra Development Authority Branch 

Jaipur House 

A^-282010. 

8 UnionBankoflndia 
B.RB. College Branch 
Mohaiqnir Road 
Samastipur 
Distt Samastipur 
Bihar 

Pm«4810I. 

9. UnionBankoflndia 

Bahadurpur Housing Colony Branch 

Bhootnath Road 

KaitilaMadcet 

Kankarbagh, Patna 

Hn-800020. 

10. UnionBankoflndia 
Katihar Branch 
BinodpurRoad 
Katihar 

Distt. Katihar 
Bihar; Pin-854105. 

11. UnionBankoflndia 
Pauri Branch 
SrinagarRoad 
Pauri 

Uttranchal 
Pin Code-246001. 

12 Union Bank of In<ha 
Nodal Regional Office 
Chitrakoot Building 
3rd Floor 

230 A, A.J.C. Bose Road 
Kolkata-700020. 

13. UnionBankoflndia 
VSoainshila Mandir 
SarqjiniNa^ Branch 
Kanpur Road 
Lucknow-226008 

Uttar Pradesh. 

14. Union Bank of In(ha 
Khurda Branch 
0pp. Civil Court 
Main Road 
Khurda-752055 
Orissa. 

15. UnionBankoflndia 
Keonjhar Branch 
Jagannath Market Conqrlex 
Gandhi Chowk 
Keonihar-758001 
Orissa. 
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11. CanaiaBank 

Chandramoulinagar 
Guntur Branch 
Mayuii Homes 

Chandramoulinagar 
Ring Road 
Guntur-522 007 

12. CanaraBank 
Bapatla Branch 
Near Railway Station 
BapaUa-522 101 

A. R, Guntur 

13. CanaraBank 
\fenugopalanagar Branch 
Srinivasa Complex 


y, 200S/yi^ 12; 19?7 _ 

20. CanaraBank 
SRNagar Branch 
51/3 FT, First Floor 
Main Road 

Sanjeeva Reddy Nagar 
lfyderabad-500 038 

21. CanaraBank 
Belagal Branch 
Main Road 
Bdagal-518462 
A. R, Kumool 

22. CanaraBank 
DharmavaramBranch 
ManjuConq)lex 
Dhartnavaram-515 671 
A. R, Ananthapui 


Main Road 

"Sfenugopalanagar 

Ginitur-4 

14. CanaraBank 
Nagulavaram Branch 
V^PedakatKherla 
Nagulavaram-522 649 
A. R Guntur 

15. CanaraBank 
pedakakani Branch 
Nagalakshmi Building 
Near Junction 
Main Road 
Pedakakani-522 509 
A, R Guntur 

16. CanaraBank 
Suryapet Branch 

1-4^1 AlankarTakiesRoad 

Suryapet-508 214 
A. R Nalgonda 

17. CanaraBank 
arm Branch 
5-9-22/1/4C&4D 
Damayanthi Chambers 
Adarshanagar 
Hyderabad 


23. CanaraBank 
Keshampet Branch 

Near Mandal Develq>ment Office 
4-47 Keshampet-509 408 
A. R, Mahabubnagar 

24. CanaraBank 
Dabagaibens Branch 
30-15-160,Ward No. 17 
Main Road 
Dabagardens 
Visakhapattanam-20 

25. CanaiaBank 
Ruttaparthy Branch 
0pp. Police Station 

Prashanthi Nilayam 
Puttaparthy-515134 

26. CanaraBank 
Saidabad Colony Branch 
RNo. 17-1-391/T/223/A 
Near Saraswathinagar Entrance 
Saidabad Colony 
Ifydeiabad-500 059 

27. CanaraBank 
Pulmanddi Branch 

Nehru Memorial Youth Club Bldg. 
\^Nawabi)etPulmamidi-501112 

RRDist. AP. 


18. CanaraBank 

Guntur Main Branch 
PB 136 Hindu College 
High School Campus 
Opp. Gandhi Park 
Guntur-522003 

19 CanaraBank 
HSE Branch 
DNo. 3-6-275 
HSEBuilding 
Ifyderabad 


28. CanaraBank 
Chirala Branch 
Durbar Main Road 

Chiiala-523155 
A R, Prakasam 

29. CanaraBank 
HKhairawadi 
Gan^andla Mandal 
HKhairawadi- 518 463 
A. R Kumool. 


9765 





30, Canara 

urn 


THE GA^iirife OF INDIA . SEPTEMBER 3 . 2005/BHAnRA 12 , 1927 


[Part II-^ec. 3(ii)] 


R. K. Roa^p. Mpp Office 
7425 




L Panchayat 
)mplexNo, 2 
ladRoad 




ndustrial Development Authority 


pmgConq[)lex 




iS 




aBhaiti 


42001 


jMC 


E) Branch 
ide Cehtre 


Andheri (E) 

Mumbai-400093 

Maharashtra 

41. CanaraBank 

SSB Dahisar (W) Branch 
Krishna Kunj 
Ground Floor 
LokmanyaTilakRoad 

Dahisar (W) 

Mumbai-400068 

Maharashtra 

42. CanaraBank 

1st Floor, \hsant Plaza 
“B” Wing Gandhi Chowk 
Main Road 
Sawantwadi-416 510 
Maharashtra 

43 . CanaraBank 
Ordinance Estate 
Ordinance Factory 
Ambemath (West)-421502 
Maharashtra 

44 . CanaraBank 

Plot No. 1 , Shantiniketan 

CHS, Near Rana Pratap Post Office 

Ring Road, Khamala 

Naa3ur-440022 

Maharashtra 

t 

45. CanaraBank 
MSFC Branch 
MSFC Building 
SenapathiBapatRoad 
Pune-411016 
Maharashtra 

46. CanaraBank 
Plot No. 1 

Madhukunj Co-operative Housing Society 

Panchawati 

Pune-41108 

Maharashtra 

47. CanaraBank 

E-9, GanapaU Haza Shopping Complex 

Phool Bagh 

Bhiwari 

AlwarRoad 

Rajasthan 

48. CanaraBank 
Pankaj Grand Plaza 
Mayur \^r Phase -1 
New Delhi- 110 092 
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59. CanaraB^ 

MICRCentte 
Second Floor, 

Spencer Bui lding 
Circle Office Annexe 
M G Ready 

Thinivanantliapurain‘69S 001- 


49. CanaraBank 

C-10,11 Cenununity Centre 
New Friends Colony 
New Delhi 

50. CaiUffaBank 

11, Manav Ashray 
\^simdhara Enclave 
Institutional Area 
Delhi-110096 

51. CanaraBank 
Regional Office 
First Floor, 

Maheswari Mansion 
Thamaiakulam, Kollam-691001 
Kerala, KoUam 

52. CanaraBank 
TC 31/586 

NearKanjiravilakam Tenq)le 
Beach Road, 

Pettah P. 0. 

Thinivananthapuram, Kerala 

53. C^iaraBank 

K P ny 128 E, “Sayoqjyam” 

N H By Pass Junction 
Kazhakuttam, 

Thinivananthapuram 
Kerala, Thinrvananth^>uram 

54. Canara Bank 
9/102, Vettathukayala 
Eiikkad, 

Puthupalfy PO. 

Kottayam, Kerala 

55. CanaraBank 
XVII/1027.1028,1029 
Polymel Towers 
Attingal-695 101 
Kerala, 

Thinivananth^uram 

56. CanaraBank 
Udayagiri Complex 
Kadappakada 
KoUam-691008 
Kerala, Kollam 

57. CanaraBank 

Mahila Banking Branch 
TCNo. 2/2464 
Pattern NH Road 

Patt<»n, Thinivananth^)un«n-695 004 
Kerala, 

Thkuvananth^uram 

58. CanaraBank 

Hoty Family Church 
Forance Church Shoppii^ Centre 
P P Road, Poon^nnam 
Kerala, Trichur 


60. CanaraBaidc 
Currency Chest, 15/43 9 A 
Hospital Road 

Canara Bank Building 
Tripunithura-682 301 

61. CanaraBank 
15/614 A- 

Perumadan Shewing Complex 
Pazhuvil 
Kerala, Trissur 
61 CanaraBai^ 

Main Road 
Pemn^ilav-680519 
Kerala, TriclMnr 

63. CanaraBank* 

Premier Printers Bud^ig 
BuildmgNo. 207/XIV 

N H 47, Ahiva Road 
Aiigamali'683 572 
Ka^^Emakulam 

64. CanaraBank 
R^onal C^ce, 31/1003 
S^oipdFloor, 

Azel^ l^id&ng 
M^ketRi^d; 

P^akkad^78m4 

Kerate,Palakkad 

65. CanaraBank 
Ozhals^>attQr Road, 
\^lari^v^am-678 558 
Kerala, Palaldcad 

66 . CanaraBank 

Door No, 5/3420 M, First Boor 
KannanKanify Chambers 
Near Areyadatii Palam 
Mavoor Road, 
Kozlukode-673004 
Kerala, KozhSoode 

67. CanaraBank 
Currency Chest 
Marudevi Comdex 
Gudalai,Kalpetta-673 121 
Kerala, Wfnad 

68 . Canara B^k 

Cweey Chest, T%«r Road 
. DetvnlM, 
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69. CanaraBank 
Currency Che; 

Sri Vidya Arcs de 
Kottacherry, 

Mavangal Ro; id 
Kaiihangad-6' 0315 

od 

70. CanaraBank 
Currency Oxt st, 

}hamRoad, 

PBNo. 554 

Chalapuiam, < ]alicut-673 002 
Kerala, Kozhkode 

71. CanaraBank 

Currency Ch( st, T PIV 582 


South Bazar, 


-670002 


plex 
-673 121 


ce 

)ownlfill 

-676519 

ppuram 


mi 


ilam 

mbers. 


uam 

thattukulam 


ng 

759, Kurisingal 

y 

ijirapally 

ik 

y Church 

lurch Shopping Centre 
'onkunnam-686 506 


Allapuzha-688 010 
Kerala, AUapuzha 

79. CanaraBank 
Currency Chest, B J Road 
Allapuzha-688 010 
Kerala, AUapuzha 

80. CanaraBank 

Alphonsa Commercial Complex 
Market Junction 
Kottaraltkara-691506 
Kerala, Kottarakkara 

81. CanaraBank 

P A C Shopping Complex 
Soorya Road 
NearKSRTC Bus Stand 
Nedumangad-695 541 
Kerala, Nedumangad 

82. CanaraBank 

TC 2/4-1,1st Floor 
Ulloor Junction 
Thimvananthapuram 
, Kerala, Ulloor 

83. CanaraBank 

1st Floor, Lakshmi Chanibers 
GanapathiKoil Road 
Vazhuthacaud, 

Thiruvananthapuram 

Kerala, Thiruvanan thapuram. __ 

$WICl 

22 2005 

■gpToaRo 3100.— 

1976 1987)% 1^10% 

(4) %3TT^'^ 

% PiMH 

wt ^rr?( %t 11 

[U i 11011/6/2001 ] 

ministry of steel 

New Delhi, the 22nd August, 2005 
S. O. 3100.—In pursuance of sub-rule (4) of Rule 
10 of the Official Language (Use for official purpose of the 
Union) Rules, 1976 (as amended, 1987) the Central 
Government hereby notifies the Vishakhapatnam Unit of 
Ferro Scrap Nigam Limited under the administrative conU ol 

of Ministry of Steel, where more than 80% staff have 
acquired working knowledge of Ifindi. 

[No.E. llOll/6/2O0l-HINDt] 
ASHUTOSH BARANWAL, Director 
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HiH^, isnd Rimwi 

( MIM^ RIMPT ) 

MR^hTHRcB 

10 3rH<T, 2005' 

3101;—Hroftn HH«h 1^, 1987^ 1^7 %(l) 


( 1 ) ( 2 ) 


(3) (4) 


1 3TT^2329:2005/3n^3it 2329:1985 *31^,2005 

8491:1998 «i*iy1-'lf(l«W— 

SiT^HFT)—^ 

•JH^aiFT) __ 


^ MR4> iriw MR4> HHH, 9, m HPf, fW^-l 10002, 

M (THT THRT 4Wi(rl4f : HtW, 

^5PT^, ^ clHT f I 

3/^-77] 


1^. %. Tpn, 1^ 


MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD AND PUBUC DBTRIBUnON 
(Dqiaitment of Consumer Affairs) 

BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS 
New Delhi, the lOth August, 2005 

S. O. 3101.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standard Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are giv^ in the Schedule 
hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each: 

SCHEDULE 


SI. No. 

No , & year of the 

Indian Standards 

Established 

No. & year of Indian Standards, 
if any, superseded by the New 
Indian Standard 

Date of Est^lished 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 


1 

IS 2329:2005/ISO 8491:1998 
Metallic Materials - Tube 
(In Full Section) - Bend Test 
(Second Revision) 

IS 2329:1985 

June 2005 



Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah 
Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
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CffiLces : Ahmeda )ad. Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune, Thin vananth^uram. 

[Ref:MTD3/T-77] 
S, K. GUPTA, Scientist ‘F’ & Head (MTD) 

^ 10 3FT^, 2005 

n02.—'HK^^ fWT, 1987 7 % (1) 

^ ^t%TF«iTf^'^'nTTf 





^ 3;Tf^TslTf^ 7«nfq?Tlhf8? 

'MKdV'il HH<+ 

tHOHI 


35:2005/2#qr?13it 

8 

("^jERr 


2335:1985 


31 M, 2005 


9, W^TWFPt, ^1^^^-110002, : 

IT, "^rnflrnf, f ^ TT*TT TTPIT Wlf^ : Htw, 

f I 

[^M:R*T^3/^-77] 
T^. %. ‘ipp' TT^ () 

New Delhi, the 10th August, 2005 

02.—In puisuanice of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of Ihe Bureau of Indian Standard Rules, 1987, 
an Standards her^y notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which ate given in the Schedule 
ive been established on the date indicated against each: 


SI. No. No. & y< ar of the 
Indian S tandards 
Establis led 


SCHEDULE 


No. & year of Indian Standards, Date of Established 

if aity, superseded by file New 
Indian Standard 




005/1808493:1998 
Materials—^Tube- 
test 
Revision) 


IS 2335:1985 


31 May, 2005 


Copy of diis Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah 
Zafer Marg, New Ddhi-l 10002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices : Ahmed ibad. Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune, Thii irvanantha^niram. 


[Ref;MTD37r-77] 
S. K. GUPTA, Scientist ‘F’ & Head (MTD) 
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M io«nM, 2005 

* • 

^.aiT. 3103—MR#T ^<1 1¥w, 1987 % fTO7% •3#m(l) a:T^W^' 

^ WT t % to f ^ 'TT^ t :— 


3ig^ 



Wf9?r '1Kdl4 
^3fk^fhf55F 

•51% HH4) W\ 

MRirbr HM«hX 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 

1608;2005/3Tl^^?Taiit 

6892:1998 yiHiO-HR^J^I AH 

311^1608:1995 

31 fT^, 2005 


9,W^m "^TTf, fe#-110002, 

M "5*5?^ <T«ff Ifinsn «45Wf^4f : «i*i<ril<, 'itW, 'jqi^icl, 

'TFT^T, '9311, W <JHd^ f I 


3/^-77] 


t^H,%. '5^, ^4iiPi* ‘T?^'T^^'5rg;^(i<Md1«1) 


New Delhi, the 10th August, 2005 

S.O» 3103.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Schedule 
hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each; 


SCBEDULE 


SI. No. No. & Year of the 

Indian Standards 

Established 

No. & year of Indian Standards, 
if any, Siqrerseded by the New 
Indian Standard 

Date of Established 

(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 IS 1608:2005/150 6892:1998 

Metallic Materials-Tensile 

181608:1995 

31 May, 2005 

testing at ambient temperature 
(Third Revision) 




Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah 
75 ^far Marg, New Delhi-110002 andRegional OCBces: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Qfl&ces: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar; Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur; Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, 
Pune, Thinivananthspiram. 

[Ref:MTD3/T-77] 
S. K GUPTA, Scientist ‘F’ & Head (MTD) 

M 1^5#, lO STTOT, 2005 

■SRT.air. 3104 —•HRefN Hm fWT, 1987 % 7 % (l ) 'IRjfN’TFR? 
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Wk 3T WTTPf^', ^ 

( 1 ) 

(2) (3) (4) 

1 a^T^2; 

8492:19‘ 

■?HHddl«h 

■ 5 ^^) 

.28:2005/amfTTHaTt 2328:1983 31 ^,2005 

^ f^, 

S.O. 31(] 
the Bureau of Indu 
hereto annexed ha 

wt^''TTW^,’ciP^ 9, '^f^^-110002, 

f, ^«iT mi3T w#rqf : 

[^7y4:R»T^3/^-77] 

New Delhi, the 10th .August, 2005 

4. —In pursuance ofclause(b) of sub-rule (I) ofRuleV of the Bureau ofindian Standards Rules, 1987, 
n Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of w^hich are given in the Schedule 
/Q been established on the date indicated against each : 

SCHEDULE 

SI. No. No.&Yej 
Indian Stj 
Establish 

r of the No. & year of Indian Standards, Date of Established 

ndards if any. Superseded by the New 

id Indian Standard 

(1) (2) 

i ‘ ■ 

! (^) (4) 

1 IS 2328:20 

Metallic ^ 
Flattening 
(Second F 

05/180 8492:199^‘ 182328:1983 31 May, 2005 

laterials-Tube- 
: test 
evision) 

Copy of til 
Zafar Marg, New D 
Offices: Ahmedabai 
Pune, ThiruvanantI 

is Standard is available for sale witli the Bureau ofindian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah 
elhi-l 10002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
1, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, 
lapuram. 

[Ref:MTD3Ar-77] 

S. K. GUPTA, Scientist ‘F’ & Head (MTD) 
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cFT.3ir. 3105.—iflWK ?IlfV*?>rd ^KT R<-4K "W % 

'T^ 3TTf1^ ^') W irn ^Tf^rPm, 1976 C1976 60)' W5|T2 3?k ‘RTT •RPT^fT 

('ferf f^, 1987%'3^<if%3Tg?;TTt ^fkWW^^WTTf %dMMI<3J%T^37^iT-^' ^ 3^ifeT 

^^irsf^TT nRl^loql ^ ■sh^'WI ^qi y<;ii qi<ni i^mi; 

'31?r:, ^pHpiqH *?RT 36 ^T'T-^TRT (7) (8) SKI ^iF^ql yql'i "^JT^ 

■yjt-4110034, ^mf!f^T1«T^^8TT«f?TT (^??T«fm^-III) ^ 

r4>d9<i6U )%'qfg?T'5FT, t ('^ 

■ 5 ^ ♦iTxScn "f^T^ 'ST^’Tf^ 1^ 9ITT^ T^ ■^/09/2005/08 f^qi ‘SRH^rT^ ‘'Sflft 

94)11^1(1 <4){dl 5 I 

3^ "T^ <Jii'j)Ifl ^1^) y.'ti [q<j»a •3TTmft<T ^tqqifVia a^tri’i 'SH^k'^i % I 5 ^«hl 

^H<ii 300 f^.Ki. sftr^J3<TR 83RRTT 2 f^. TTT. I ^OHm *iiH*H'i ("^) RH 100 Til. ^ I 5 ^^ *<“ti ^ 

?RT Tlf^ a4q^d4W«» tnfaf TI^ 11 Uoh i y i 8rH4<6 5 l 4)<5 (T^Tef^:^) HP^UHH 230 

50 *jIRI ft ^4 TT^ RT '^R^TT I 



Wlf^9 0®t>^ ^ fcm, ^Iciqs ^ftfRIT'^m^l 

%‘^ wym W 3TftftRR ^ *?Ri 36 ^ 3R-KIRI (12) ^ 31^ 7lft3Rf ^ TIRH ^ ^ "qf '^tm\ 
tftr3qq'*if5B%3T^q1^%'5TT yRrom % aT<rf<T 3Tft ftPinldi ?iro 3^ fTORi, fs^5''^ % ai^RR aflr-3^ wirft ^ ftra^ 
Tfer ftftft<i ftfRiT TRiT t, ftftftd 3^ % ^ -^ ■^, ■qqi^m ^ 4>i4m<rn % 3t^ ^w«i ^ #t -art 

5m'qT3^3ifw% “-f” 17R 500^ 10,000 hnhh (i^^) so ftr.Tii,-^‘3Tftrqr^ 

10oo%.m3q^qf^3rflIq^?m^rsI?^^t3^k “^’’rri ^ io^, 2 x io^ “rts x 10^, %t, ■# “qT ■’piftj'qi 

I 

■5^TTR-21 (152 )/2001 ] 

it. T^. ftftiqr ■rtr 
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[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


New Delhi, the 4th August, 2005 

105.— Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
sfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
e Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (bC of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
roval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
id to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

terefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
emment hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weigli- 
Conversion kit for mechanical Platform) with "WS-PC" series belonging to medium accuracy (Accii- 
nd with brand name "WEIGHTSCALE" (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. 
dia Private Limited, Bombay-Poona Road, Poona-411 034 and which is assigned the approval mark 

id model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
i a maximum,capacity of 300 kg. and minimum capacity of 2 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 
ire device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display 
ighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 



In addi ion to sealing the stamping plat, sealing is done to prevent the opening of the machine for fraudulent 
practices. 

Furthei, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instrument of sir lilar make, and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. and up to 1000 kg. and 
with number of^ verification scale interval (n) in the r^ge of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5 g or mor^and with 'e' value 
of 1 X lO*", 2 X10 or 5 X lO*', where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer ir accordance with the same principle, design, and with the same materials with which, the said ap¬ 
proved model h is been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(152)/2001] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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9 3mH, 2005 

^.3Tr. 3106.—'mPT ft‘HHI t % 
W ■^' ^^rfjfcT Hferr (#^ ^ 37T^ ^’) W 3lk HN HT^ STf^f^, 1976 (1976 60) WW aflT ‘HN HH^fT 

(HlScrili* ■SPI ) fm, 1987 t ^^nmKTPTW^ Ht 

«RT1^ ITStHT 4f<f^Rl4)’ ■^’ <SH^'W 3RR ■^JT^TT.TtHT; 

3T?T:, ^3R, 3Tf^iPiq«i HR! 36 ■^‘SR-HRT (7) (8) ?[RT ?i(^<h1 ^ 

■Ht-66, 3#eR1TTrftHT 1, M110020 , -gRI f^rftcT"3^'RSTT^m (W«fm■«^»f-II) ^ 
it” ^t)Sr^%dj<6oh 8HW W^) WJ^'^'=7R*‘%<J1'I51?|** f (1^ 

HT5d WT^t) 1^ 3TT^ T?/1 •^/09/2005/166 <1*111, 

^strI^ i.l«hlf^)d =6wl ■!■ I 

*iTsci fR^TcT 3J®PR ^ cit€^<ri 3ii^if<<i ( ^«<ci <itH 3J®PR ^)'3i^'^if(n<i nld'i 6^«6<u| % I s^fv^RPT 

^FmT600 m 3?t7 *^HclM ^RcTT 200 fi. TH. 11'HcHFRHTWT 37HRT^ (^) 10 Ih. m t i t 

njift<6[ '91?! 'sii^ <inft?T 11 ‘Jiw •sr%5 (^ ■^) '^mn wt 11 

230'5f)^, 50'^^3RHTqif HRT'f^^'5RRrRT'^JTi'^R?nt I ‘ , •' 



3fk ^<«6K HRT 36 ^-HRT (l2) ^ 9lf^i)' ^ TliW ^ ^R?ft 

t%'3?RT'Rfe^%3Tyit^3%'5R WTOl%'3Rrf(T'3Rtf^[M?n^'3#fH5T^, ST^RR a^k'315# f^RT^ 

f^rnPIfl ter t, fqfnl ^' a 3Rt # '^, a^ir % (ft^ 'ft ^ 

1 ^.m ■^50fH. Tn. afTfH2F% **i” HPT %%m00■^5,000^^^it yoMIH HIHMM aRRIct (l^) 7T%cT 100 fn.m 

HPT5000"^ 50,000■cRF%^if■^RHTTHHTWTaRRRT'Rf^ 50a^Tf^WT ^♦ini *91^f 3^”^” 
RPT 1 X 10^, 2 X lO^ HT 5 10^, %t, 'STt tiHlcH"* 'RT ^'JIIcH«6 'HTT?pT% f I 

[HiT.-R. -S^T^H-21 ( 53 )/20D3 ] 
it. 1^. , tH^9PP, HTT ^jSPT 


2498 G1/2005—4 
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[Part II —Sec. 3(ii)] 


New Delhi, the 9th August, 2005 

S. 0 . 3106.—Whereas the Central Government, alter considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sus¬ 
tained use and to render accurate sendee under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conlerred by Sub-sections (7) atid (8) oi Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weigh¬ 
ing instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of "AMP" series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-ll) and with 
brand name "i/^GILE" (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Agile Measurements, C-66 
Okhla Industrijl Area, Phase-I, New Delhi-110020 and w hich is assigned the aproval mark IND/09/05/166; 

The S£ id model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing ’nstniment (Table top type) 
with a maximu] n capacity of 600g. and minimum capacity' of 200mg. The ventication scale intenul (e) is 10 mg. It lias 
a tare device with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the w'eigh- 
ing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 



In add ition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent prat tices, 

Furtht r, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of limilar make, and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. and with number of 
verification sea e interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for ^e’ value of Img. to 50 mg. and with number of verifica¬ 
tion scale inta val (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for 'e' value of iOOmg or more and with 'e' value of 1 10*^, 2'< 10^ 

or 5^10*^, whers k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufac¬ 
turer in accordance with the same principle, design, and with the same materials with which, the said approved model 
lias been mani] factured, 

[F. No. WM-21(53)/2003] 
P A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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’ 9 3TT7^, 2005 

^ fy ^ 1976 (1976 w 60) cT8?t 

^WT«f<TT «I1H< 77^ fqf^H ''lf7f7:«Tf^ 'if 31^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ «mi 36 ^ •^-«mi (7) ^ (8) w\ Titoif ^ -sratn ^ ^ 

^-66, liRqi'^-l, ■^f^^Vll0020, 'SRI ('W«fm^-II) 

(M 3|t7W375*^f^37T^^^/09/2005/T67 7Tqg^taw 

■3nff TT^f^ict t; 

w *ii«<ri yetiK w ^rmifer ('^c'f>i4 TraR w) '3P |'^tm '3^^ 11 

^mr 2000%.m3f^7^=^^^fHcn lof^.m. tiTTr^mwn^ar^^ ^T7?T 200m 
f^Twr m 31^ ^ arn'k^ ^r^rra 11 wtt ^Frtr i^i'^) 3t^- qf^ < fH<;f$M wrti 

230 50 TTif^j^idT «im "jn^FT tr ^iPf 11 



^rfqfwT ^ *mT 36 (12) ^ ?rf^qf ^ 'Sf^ ^ ■q^'qfw ^vr?ft 

fWf(T w t, ^ M ^ ^T«iT8fm sfrt ^jpfwr % ^ ^ -afr 

l00Rm’m-37T^39fi?^% “■^” 1TPT 5000^ 50,000 HNi^H aFTO (^) Tfe 50 1y.m ^ gtfiWT 
5000 ■%.'?IT. '^f^«hn*i "f 1 x 10^, 2 x 10^ "ZH 5 x -j0^, %■!, ‘^ff tRfc^"^H'5E®iR*R)’’JJiflfsi) "^H 

[ ^.7T. 21 ( 53 )/2003 ] 
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New Delhi, the 9t.h August, 2005 

3107.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
tisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
le Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
iroval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to naiintain its accuracy over periods of 
ind to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

herefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) aim (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
k^mment hereby issues at;id publishes the certificate of approval of tlic model of non-automatic weigh- 
(Platform type) with digital indication of “AMF” series of high accuracy' (Accuracy class-II) and with 
lGILE (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Agile Measurements. C-66. 
il Area, Phase-I, New Delhi-110020 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/05/167; 

lid model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform tvpe) 
n capacity of 2000 kg. and minimum capacity of 10 kg. The veiifiuUion scale interval (e) is 200g. It has 
)th a 100 percent subtractive retained tare elfect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative cui rent power supply. 



In addi ion to sealing the stamping plate, seating shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 

for fraudulent p actices. 

Furthei, in exercise of the power conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that thus certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of s milar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. and up to 
5000 kg. with vc rification scale interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg. or more and with 'c^ 
value of 1 X 10*", 2x lO*' or 5x lO*", where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the 
same manufacti: rer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the .same materials with which, the said 
approved model has been manufactured 


[F. No. WM-2l(53)/2003] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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’^,3ir, 3108*—«<«hK "SRI"3^ ’’R f^'^K ift ^ 

35RT ^lP>hT -Rfscl M 3TT^ ^■) "sriZ '#T WT iTR^ 1976 (1976 ^ 60) W ^ 3^tT ^ 

(■»feTf ■5PT '3R’5%^) fm, 1987 % % ■3Tg^ t 3lk ^ ■^TWTT t ^ WMK ^ 

'’1«Tr«4lTT 17a^ ^ M 3^!^^ W TtTT; 

37?T:, ^'^0^ t4<«t>i<, '4 °Ki ^ ^iro 36 ^ (7) 31^7 (8) ski "5^^ ^ 

%e ' <» ’ f^<H 3TT^ •5ft-189, +1^)4), ^1R?T W % 7TR%, W^, !<? ^ 

f¥%TT«^'*7*7T«fm ^ 3T^E^^T%Tlft^-5WPT (^4^<il'9 13TO) % 

*ii'Sd *^ 5 !, n*l+ 4 ^ ?rn^ «bt * 1 IH * * ^ 5 * 4 '^ H^''=IIC[^ ' 5 =kl Hi SCI "^^l * Ml ^) 3 fl<, 3 il^ ^/ 09 / 

2005/40 flH W i, 3rjq t^ 'STT^ 3^ 3T^nf^ 11 

"3^ ^«h f^<^c1 ^'*1 M^hK^'HR STn^lRci (i«4d<ilH M^hK) ’!5H<t><'^l't^ I 3l(t|«tiflH H^HcTT 

5%.m mtnio m 11 HIHHM SRHM (^)^'*TH0.5m f 9 iH-+I 7IH yPdVI^ 

<«4q<i6MH 31^ i 1 3oh 44^ Tpife (•q;^^'^) mR»iih 1 1 230 so 

y?«ir«Rff «inTr 3i^ ^ ^rt4 1 



^ % ^4rclR=W WfH^ ^ % %T^ ■?ft?T5f3 'ft 

'iHli.’H I 

3ftT W<6K 3^ srfVftm 3ft 3RI 36 3Tt 33-3RI (12) ?ro 11^ VlPw^f 3JT -pftrf 35lft 3^3tmT wt 

11^333 % 34^4)^^ % 33 % sftrftr 3# fqfniHffli ^ 3 # rH^ai-ci, % 3T3?in 3^ 3^ wrrft ^ 

3T^Ht% -qife^ fapiT 3311, firfft lftTI 3^ % ftft ^ ft37, 331^31 3Tt7 «+>i4hW 3 % 3^ 333^ 'ft ^ 

lOOfft. TIT. ^2Tn. 33?“'^’* "313 100 ^ 10,000 33? 3Tt^ft HIHHM 3T3TI^ (l^T) ^ 513. 3T3TT^ 3Tf33?ft> 

3T3 %1^ 500 ^ 10,000 33 ?WHTIMH HIHHM 3T33^ (T13) ^e%3 50 ^.m 33?3Tftl3?33 ^T33T31^ f 3ft7 
“■^’‘^T^ 1 X 10^, 2 X 10^ 3? 5 X 10^, %■§, ■3ft 33T?33?3T'^'*n3T3?\3f3?3T^?Ij3%33^^f I 

[33.U ^3^1^“21 (9 )/2004] 

it. 3 . <J>'"ll*iPf, ■f3ftT3? "HR fftWT 
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New Delhi, the 10th August, 2005 

S.O. 3108.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Ap jroval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions, 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections and (8) of Section 36 of the said .Act. 
the Central G( tvemment hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic (Table 
Top type) weij ;hing instnunent with digital indication of medium accuracy (A.ccoiacy ciass-III) and with brand name 
“SHUBHAM” and “ST” series (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Weightec Scale Private 
Limited, MIG-189, M.P.H.P. Coloney. 0pp. Bliaiatmata School, Tatibandh, Raipur, Chhatisgarh and which is assigned 
the aproval ma rk IND/09/05/40, 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table Top type*) 
with a maximi m capacity of 51^. and minimum capacity of lOg. The verification scale inien^al (e) is 0.5g. It has a tare 
device with a ' 00 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) displa> indicates the weigh¬ 
ing result. Th( instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 



In ad Ution to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government lereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instrument of limilar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. with veri¬ 
fication scale i iterval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg. to 2g. and with the number of verification 
scale interval i n) in the range 500 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with e’ value of 1 x 10^, 2 x 10^ or 5 x lOL 
k being a posi ive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same irianufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design, and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufac¬ 
tured. 

[F. No. WM-21(9)/2004] 
P, A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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10 3TTTOT, 2005 

^ ■^''RiS^ 1976 (1976 ^60) ?T«1T W ^'RN 

(• R TS^ ' '3T3Rt^) fWT, 1987 % f 3^ ^ ^ t % WTRTR 'JRtR 3T^ -^f ^ ^ ’RTE^ 

^EpfR T^IrT 3(fk f^?f^ 3r^ RiW 

^:, wm, artt^m ^ ^ 36 (7) (s) ^^f^i 

■a(3RT rdPR^^, 3fn^ ■3ft-189, ^R 1^^ # +I<h1h 1, MR?T WT % WT%, ■2T€NTV, TTR^^, ®Ti1tiM<5 WJ 

TTGTq ■qqT*f?TT ('Ra^T*^?^ ^-III) "^ 3TaFRr'^|5R TTt^ ^SHOhV'l ('^c'+il4 irRHI*) % ♦iTstn 

?n’^ ■SFTRm RUd ^51 ■RRTt) 3<5*iicii 31T^T^'^/09/2005/41 

t^JRI ■RRT “t, ■SRT^-'R^ '4f<i 'fticO 1 



•3R?r 'RTs^T5RTl^?^'’^3TO^ RR^3;m?if^ (T^tzwf iRiR) tftm ■^RRir'i 11 

lOOl^.Tn. glH ^AH 200 Tn. % I yr4IM'^ HIHRH (■^) "^^ 10 m 11 T^R?"5^ t I^RTRvf 7m 

3rf%^ aqa|^^H I <HR> W?t I ^<Hh4Ri mR»ii*i I '3RR>T«T 230 

50 "5^ y^lR?ff *iITO R^ R^Ff ^FT^H "t I 

7^Tfw?R '%z «lit *RR5id* %<srltl^ 0«h^ % ^ 

^sm^RTI 

3fk •RTR^j^TtR^r a;Tf«ff^ ^ KITO 36 ^ ^-KITO (12) 1?^ !<fPMRl* -RiT TIRtR RIT?t ^ WRtR^ “R^^ 

t%‘3R?r'*TfecT%^R5*fl^%'5H WR-RiT % 3T?Ff?T f^rfRRfm ^ % ST^^IR 3fftT ^ 7?!RTft ^ f^TR^ 

3TgRtf^ fRfRf^hr %Rr -RRi t, TrW ?! ^ ^ wb ^ +i44I6H % im 3rr^ 4t #t Rit 

lOOf^. m '^2mTTR? **i'* "RTR 100-^ 10,000 TTR?R>t^^* *ArHm HNRH ^^TOeT (T^R) sffTSmRT-S^ 3Tfe% 

*'^’' "RH %1^ 500'^10,000 7rR>Rjt^'4’7mqTRm'RTRRTR3mTmT(T^)frf^50%.TJT. ^3(Tft?R> 3ffT300 l^.m TTRiRft 
3Tf«rRmR^^f 1 x 10^2 xio^ RTS x 10^ %f, Rlt 5teuncij* RT TTR^ 11 

[R5T.^. 'S5^T^R-21 ( 9 )/2004 ] 
Rt. R;. fR^71R>, fM^RTR 
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New Delhi, the 10th August, 2005 

S.O. 2 109.—Whereas flie Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satirfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures .Act 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Appioval of Models) Rules, 1987 ana the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use ai d to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, tierefore, in exerdse of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Gov ;mment hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic (Plat¬ 
form type) weig ling instrument with digital indication of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) and with brand name 
"SHUBHAM" a: id "SP" series (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Weightec Scale Private 
Limited, MIG-lil9, M.P.H.P. Coloney, 0pp. Bharatmata School, Tatibandh, Raipur, Chhatisgarh and which is assigned 
the approval mat k END/09/05/41; 



The sail! model is a strain gauge type load ceil based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) 
with a maximum capacity of 100 kg. and minimum capacity of 2()0g. The verification scale interval (e) is lOg. It has a 
tare device with 1 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts. .50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addit .on to sealing the stamping plat, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practi :es. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hei eby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of si nilar make, accuracy and performance of same series with ma.ximum capacity above 50 kg and upto 
300 kg with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for 'e’ value of 100 mg. to 2g. and with the 
verification inter ral (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for 'e' value of 5g. or more and with 'e' value 1 x 10^., 2x 10'" or 
5x10*^, k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer iii 
accordance with he same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(9)/20041 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY. Director of Legal Metrology' 
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New Delhi, the 16th August, 2005 

11 , Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
fied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
idards of Weights and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to 
iracy over period of sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

jrefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
imment herdjy issues and publishes the certificate of approval of Model of self indicating, non¬ 
age (Platform type) weighing instrument, with digital indication of “INTT” series of medium accuracy 
I) and with brand name “INTERNATIONAL” (hereinafter referred to as the model), manufactured 
Corporation, “National Comer” Udhana Darwaja, Ring Road, Surat-395 002, Gujarat and which is 
oval mark IND/09/2005/103; 




National 
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TABLETOP MODEL 

Viodel is a load c^ll based dual range weighing instrument with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and 
of 40g, The verification scale interval (e) is 2g, up to 15 kg and 5 g. above 15 kg. and up to 30 kg, 
with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare etfect. The light emitting diode indicates the weighing 
rents operates on 230V and 50Hz alternate current power supply. 

ti exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
jy declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
ilar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg with 
nterval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for 'e’ value of 100 mg. to 2 g. and with the number of 
iterval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with 'e’ value of 1 x io\ 
)eing a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer 
L the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has 

[F. No. WM-21(62)/2004] 
R A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrologv 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTE^^ER 3. 2005,®HADRA 12, 192? 


New Delhi, the 16th August, 2005 

S.O. 3112.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is sati fied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions oi the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) (hereinafter referred to as tlie said 
Act) and the Staidards of Weights and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to 
maintain its accuracy over period of sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, th jrefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Gov smnicnt hereby issues and publishes the certificate of npproT’al of Model of self indicating, non- 
automatic weigh] ng instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of se^’es of medium accuracy' (accuracy 

clasS'-Hl) and wi th brand name “INTERNATIONAL” (hereinafter referred lo as the model), manufactured by 
M/s. National C)rporation, “National Corner” Udhana Darwaja, Ring Road, Surat-395 002, Gujarat and which is 
assigned the appi oval mark IND/09/20(>5/104; 



PLATEFORM MODEL 

"INTERNATIONAL’' 


The sai< Model is a load cell based weighing instrument (Platform type) with a maximum capacity of 
1,000 kg. and mi limum capacity of 2 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 100 g. It has a tare device with a 100 per 
cent subtractive i stained tare effect. The* light emitting diode indicates the weighing result. The instruments operates 
on 230M)lts and 50Hz alternate current power supply. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hen by declares that this certificate of approval of the Model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of simftar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg and up to 5,000 with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for 'e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x lOL 
2 X10'' or 5 X10''^ I being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer 
in accordance wi h the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has 
been manufactur d. 


[F. No. WM-21(62)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrolog>' 
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S.O; i H13. Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted tu it by the prescribed 
authority, is saiisfied that the Model described in the said repoft (see the ^gure given belaw);is in'conformity with 
the provisions . )f the Standards of Weights and Measmes Act, 197o (60 of Weights and 

Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said ModeMs;hkdy to main^n its"i^(nJi^:^mfmeriod^ of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions;- '^'0 • 

Now, t lerefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of'S^®ri^6^f the said Act 
the Central Go\ emmcnt hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of non-automatic weighing^ihstrument 
^^latfbrm type) with digital indication of “DZ” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-ill) and with brand name 
“CAS” (herein referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. CAS Weighing India Limited, 568, Udyog 
Vihar, Phase V, Gurgaou, Haryana-122 016 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2005/171; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) 
with a maximum capacity of 2000 kg. and minimum capacity of 4 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 200g It has 
a tare device witli a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The digital Light Emitting Diode (LED) display unit 
indicates the weighing result. The instruments operates on 230 \( 50 Hz alternative current power supply. 

In addit on to sealing^the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent pr ictices. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act the Central 
Government heijby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of sii ailar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. and up to 
5,000 kg. with vei ification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value 
of 1 X 10*^, 2x10*^ or 5x10^, where k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the 
same manufactui er in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved model las been manuiactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(290)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director, Legal Metrolog>^ 
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[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 


S.O. 3] 14.—Whereas tlie Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authonty, is sati ified that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformitv with 
the provisions ol the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Appr ival of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, th jrefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act 
the Central Goviniment hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instnu lent (Table top type) with digital indication of '^GTJ” scries of high Accuracy (Accuracy class-ill 
and with brand lame “GOLDTECH” (herein referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Precision 
Electronic Instn ments Company, No. 77, Swaran Park, Mundaka, New Delhi-110041 and which is assigned the 
approval mark IN D/09/2004/194; 


The sau Model (See the Figure given below) is strain gauge t>pe load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Tabl: top type) with a maximum capacity of 200 g and minimum capacity of 200 mg. The verification 
scale interval (e) is 10 mg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting 

Diode (LED) in licates the weighing result. The instruments operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hz alternative current 
power supply. 



In additic n to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent prai dices. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government here ly declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of sim lai make, and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg and with number of 
verification scale nterval (n) in the range of 100 to 5,000 for ‘e’ value of 1 mg. to 50 mg and with number of 
verification scale i nterval ‘n’ in the range of 5,000 to 50,000 for ’e’ value.of 100 mg. or more and with 'e' value of 
1 X 2x 10^^ or Ox [0*^, k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufectured by the same 
manufacturer in ac ;ordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been m.imifactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(50)/2003] 
P, A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director, Legal Metrology 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 3, 2005/BHADRA 12. 1927 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)l 

New Delhi, the 16th August, 2005 

S.O. 3115.-^Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is sitisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provision; of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore^ in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central C ovemment hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Platformtype) with digital indication belonging to high accuracy' (Accuracy class-II) of ‘KB- 
60-2-IDr ser es with brand name “Mettler Toledo” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. 
Mettler Toledc India Private Limited, Amar Hill, Saki Vihar Road, Mumbai-400072 and which is assigned the approval 
mark IND/09/: 004/517; 

The 5 aid Model is a mono block technology incorporated non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type). 
Its maximum ;:apacity is 60kg. and minimum capacity 500g. The value of verification scale interval (e) is lOg. It has 
a tare device y idth a 100 peicmit subtractive retained tare effect. The Vacuum Florescent Display (VFD) indicates the 
weighing resu t. The instrunimit operates on 230V, 50Hz alternative current power supply. 



Furthir, in exercise of the power conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government liereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50kg and up to 
300kg with veiification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 100,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ’e’ value 
of 1 X 10'^, 2x 10^ or 5x 10^ k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer i i accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has bee i manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(236)72003] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director, Legal Metrology 
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50 ■JR^TTR^ «TRT 1?^ Rt ^ 11 

^ i f cqT] T^ -spt eR% % <4>H<i'{4 oMq^l^ % "RTIH ft3F% % Riy. %*n 

I ^ 

%Rft^ w:mi ^ « 7 ro 36 ^ (12) Tif^Rt* rr iritn •Rr^t ^ 

t %'3^'Rf5PT%3T5*te%TfT TFTPrR^%3T?ri^'3# R<PlHi<11 SKI 

HT-S<r1 fqPlfif TI RhRi M^ l t, ^ otii^Mien % nkan 5 f¥.lrt. 

■RT-3^37ftlRr% “■^” -RPT^f^ 500 ^ 10,000MM SPTOR (Vj^) 5 ^ 50 

3TfMWT^^t3?R ‘i" RTR1 X 10^ 2 X 10^^ 5 X 10^ % t, ^ ^ 'i^U ^ TIfR % f I 

[ mu'S5^T^“21 ( 80 )/2002 ] 

it, 1^. Ph^VI*, ■RTT fWR 
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Ne\\ Delhi, the 16tli Augu.st, 2005 

S.O. 3 [16.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use atid to render accurate servdcc under \ aried conditions; 

Now, t lerefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instn ment (weighbridge) with digital indication belonging to medium accuracy (Accuracy class-UI) of 
'•AWE” series \ath brand name "AVISHKAR " (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s, Avislikar 
Electronics We ghing Scales Pvt. Ltd., Deorao-Baba Chawl, AkoIa-444001, Maharashtra and which is assigned the 
approval mark f 4D/09/2004/279 



The sail Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-autoiuatic weighing instrument (weighbridge), 
with a maximum capacity of 20,000 kg. and minimum capacit> 100 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5 kg. It has 
a tare device witl i a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare el feci. The light emitting diode display indicates the weighing 
result. The instnment operates on 230 Volts and 50H/. alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, scaling shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further in exercise of the power conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government heieby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instrument of siriilar make, accuracy and performance of same scries with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and up 
to 50 tonne with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for c' value of 5 kg. or more and with 'e 
value of 1 10*^ 2x10^ or 5xio^, k being a positive or ncgativ'c whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the 

same manufactmer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved model have been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(80)/2002] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director, Legal Metrology 
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^ ^RTS^ ^ 1976 (1976 ^60) W ^'RR'RTW 

( HISCll "RiT 3l^*li(^'l) PlH*1, 1987 % % •3?t7 <110 ^ 1% (TtMlOK Ji)41m ^iqfV ■^* ^ ’5«K1 ♦iT-SCI 

■R*IT«f?TT T^^TT '3 ?It f^pHn ^ <4M^«W 31^ ’3)^ 1%RT; 


31?T:, 3T^, W<bl<, ^5R?T '3Tf^Pli<R "Rit «IRT 36 'Rit'SWlT (7) (8) ^ 3 I?[tT l^lf^KTRl* ^ 3^^ ^ "^13^ 

31lf^R 5^<4^irR4H %tn^ 3T^f^-44400l ^ ■rg^r wsfm ^-III) 

^ “ti % 37^ -^rf^ (TR^ <JW«I "OT 3RRR) % 'RfS^ ^ RRT 

“^lifq'^K'’ ^ (■f^l^’5^ H^f'*iiq^’53?T hTscI "RRI^) 31^ f^I^-ST^Rt^ 1^5^-^09/2004/280’’IR^^f^'f^RT'RRT 

t, 3T^Rt^ 3rRT^-R^ 3Riri^ "^iTfrt 11 



^R?T nT'Sd ^ 3RFR ^ ^imrfRT 314-S('4tRr1d (^WiTR 3ranT ^) f I 3(Tf%TO?R ^TRUT 

20 1%oTrTo ^3^^(^RT<TT 40 m t I wnRRRTRRTR (^) ^-RH 2.TIT. f I ^ f f^RWI^TR 

yfdJ^M <wi4idHI<R«t) RlftR 'STRI^^cTH 3rHRr t 3IRJT7T 3rR44> 3Rr?f hRuIIH RRmf I 230 

afir 50 3RRP^?ff RR131^ RT RiT^ RRRr ■!■ I 

Rit ^5\if^O «h<^ % 3lfal<«t0, % fci*< H5fl1'1 ^ % f^*< ^ Rt f^HI 

^TTIRTTI 

%R(tR RRR Rft RRI 36 R7t ^RRI (12) 3 KtT TlfRRRf RJT 3TRm ^ RF 'Rtw RRRt 

t 1 %rrr'rts^%'3t^rKr%IR 3Rrir rr % R<fHHf(ii w ^ ^iRiil ^ 

ST^Rtf^ ■RTS^ PllnWd RRI t, RlfiWo RRT«fRT 3^ RJT^RMR % cfRiR "RRRR^ rI ^ ■# 

lOOlR.m'^2m?TRT *’^’’ 100"^ 10,000 R^niR RIHHM 3TR1M (l^) R%cT 5 TJT. 3lfRRr% 

500 10,000 ?TR?Rjt^'^\RTRRH(T^)3mR^Rf^50%.TIT.RR?R^t3Tp?R)?rR8?R?n^t3|lT ‘‘^’’ "RTR 

1 X 10^, 2 x^lO^RT 5 X 10^, % t, RT Ttey||rR4> 'i^lf'6 RTf I 

[R>r, 4 ■SS^RR-21(80)/2002] 
Rt. R. <J>«J|l*ipf, fR^TIRi, Wr^RTR fRfB 
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New Delhi, the 16th August, 2005 

17.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is sat sfled that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions cfthe Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use aiid to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, tl lerefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Govjmment hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic (Table 
top type) weigh ng instrument with digital indication of “ AVT” series of medium accuracy (accuracy class-III) and 
with brand nam s “AVISHKAR” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Avishkar Electronics 
Weighing Scalei Pvt. Ltd., Deorao-Baba Chawl, Akola-444001, Mahara^tra and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/2004/28(^ 



The sai 
with a maximun 
device with 100 
result. The instr 

In addil 
for fraudulent pi 

Further 
Government he: 
instruments of s 
verification seal 
interval (n) in th 
being a positive 
with the same | 
manufactured. 


1 Model is a strain gauge type laod ceil based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type). 

1 capacity is 20kg. and minimum capacity 40g. The verification scale interval (e) is 2g. It has a tare 
per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The light emitting diode (LED) display indicates the weighing 
jments operates on 230 volts and 50Hz alternative current power suppfy; 

ion to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
actices’. 

in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
eby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
imilar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg with 
; interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg, to 2g. or with verification scale 

2 range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ^e’ value of 1 x 10\ 2x10'^ or 5xl0\ k 
or negative whole nun\ber or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
irinciple, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 


[F, No. WM-21(80)/2002] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director, Legal Metrology 
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^..3|T. 3118.—^'^0^ y<«bK «ir*J«hKl ^'5^ l77Tt^ ^ ^ 'WI % 

■ 3 ^ fHli ■^* ^fH?T (#^ ■'TFT^ 3TftlfWT, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) <T«TT W 3^^T 

( MT-Scrif ^ fWT, 1987 % ^ WTT?nT TI^ •aPRrf^ ■'^* ^ “3^ ♦iT-Sd 

■q«T[sf?n 'srwi TT^tit ^ 3M^=k1 


^:, 3R, WFTK, "3^ ^36 ^WTRf (7) ^ (8) ^ ^ ^ 

^H4rr^4H 9lf^3 1919,^8/3, ’^cT'^nT, ^<;<.i«Hiq^ 

*372r^%'?2nT: '1<W«h Wi:) % HI^ nntF^ ■^T^^ t 

■'T?^‘3^''1TS^'5F^'Wt) 3ffT f^3rjq)T;^Tf^3TT^'^^/09/2004/590 MMit, 3T^qt^ '311^ ^ 

yohiHfici ^JTcit f"; 



"3^ MTgiH ^^ i fdd 'MTTcq'^ MT^ "iT#!'IR ^ ^TT^Tfcr (^f9=^) 11 5000 Tno 

13^ ^H(iH ^rR?nSin, t t ^', 1 ^r?, Pi'^h srrf^-lf^'^sRTTraif ■^%^-rqHi, 

Rti^ l 'H it *R^^40 l3WrJr230'jte3TtT50'^ HrMrf RRTWT RT 

^ l flqj | <=t)Md'^’jf % %TT <ald^ ^ ’^d«i'^ M) 

4 

'Jilt'll I 

3fR, WFR, "3^ 3Tf«rf^ ^ ^ 36 ^mi (12) TTt^rTRf ^ ^ ^ ^iRPIT Wt 

t RiPlHlrn^RF^^ Ri^i'n, rs'Jli^ % alR "3^ 

31 j<i l f^d RTS^ fqfdWd "W t, "3^ * 57 ^ % RSTT^Tn 3fR =t>i4Hid'i % old'i 3M<^<“t 

WTT 5 TH. 5000 TITR cRF^^%‘50^^%l 

[-9^.71. ^55^1^R-21 ( 303 )/2003] 
■^. RTT fWT 


2498 G1/2005—7 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBEIl 3, 2005/BHADRA 12. 1927 
New Delhi, the 16th August, 2005 

S.O. 3118.—Whereas the Central Governiucnt, tuTer considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in tlie said report (see the figure given below') is in conformity w ith 
the provisions ol the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Ap3roval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now', therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of self indicating, 
automatic grayimetric filling machine (Weigh Filler-Load cell based) of ‘WFFS ’ series with brand name "CANNON ' 
(herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Canflex Engineering Private Limited, Post Box No. 
1919, C-8/3, Industrial Estate, Sanath Nagar, Hyderabad and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2004/590 



The s< id Model is an automatic gryimetiric filling machine (Weigh Filler-Load cell based) with a ma.\imum 
capac ty is 50t0g and minimum capacity 5g. It is designed to fill free flowing non-sticky; non-dusty products such 
as tea pulses, ootato chips, confectionery etc. It fills 40 fills per minute. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 
50Hz alternate current power supply. 

In adcition to sealing stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Furthf r, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make and performance of same scries w ith capacity in the range of 5g to 5000g manufactured 
by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design, accuracy and with the same materials with 
which, the saic approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(303)/20031 
P A. KRJSHNAMOORTHY, Director, Legal Metrology 
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R<r<n1f, 18 ^■'iw, 2005 


■*®M RHt<^ (*il'^ "T^ ^TT^jRt ) «(l<i *iiH 1976 (1976 ^ 60) ^*1T *iih *ii'i'=t> 

(■RT^'^ 1^, 1987%Tq^^%aT^i ’it W*tfs^ 

Tiit’TT 3fk 9RR*4Rl^t' KPT 7^; 


■ar^:, ^3T^, ^IRI36(7) (8) ^IRI '3^ ^flRwH) m4)m 

17/229, R§|41< ^IT^, W, ?R<II«)I ^ 

(■R«nM?n^-n) ^ ?fr^34^<'ii (t^m'SRiR) 

^ "IIH ** ^'^’1 ** % ( Rn^ ’PIT%) 

%, '^3h1c;' 1 ■^snfl' 9 tR ii<t>iR|^ e6<<l1 % I 



^sTtMiTT (W^tm '^-II) ^ ^ 3TO) 

cfldi <JM'=t><'-'l % I 5ti=hl 3lfi|<^<iH ^FRTT 12 f^-TRo 3^ ^Hcii 50 ITT. ^ t TIc^lFTR HIHHI'I ("^) di’i 1 TTf. % I ^mA 

TT^ 3TT^T5^ t 7m TiRTTrcl %?tRr an^q-^elH 'Sr’TT^ tl rR'JIIH 

<JH<f^lf1 f-! 230 50 yrMl'1^1 ^RT WT ^ ^ 11 

wiRi'i % 3 hRiR=hi, ^ ^hHd'i^'jl 04A % ^ 1^ 'sttrttt i 

3^, %^=?fRT 7fR?T 3 TMwT ^ 36 (12) 31^ "^rn ^=rRT^ ^ qtR«ll '^fiTcrt 

t wn-^R^^ 3tcpi^^ f^fHHicii -gRi 6f^ % 3^^^3itT 

3T^RtfeT ^rfel ■R^ t, MrRRt sjn^ % ^ ^STI«i<Ty 3ft^ <*>l4mcrii % dR^+^u? "Rt ^ 

1 fR.TTT. ^ 50 fR.TTT. <l=h * *^ Rid % Rl>^ 100^ 5,000 <l=ti 'A TT^RRR rihrii d^ci<t<rl (1^) 31^ <tRn 100 RT.Trr. "RT d^A 
3 iRi^%‘‘^’’-RH%%T 5,000^ 50,000 <T^^^'A‘71cqmRTWR3t?rR^ (T^) ^R%cT50 fem wn^ 

t 3ftT “^”'-RH 1 X 10% 2 ^ 10^^ 5 X 10^ % t, ^ ^1RTrR^^^’WR^''J^^7pT%^RR^f I 

■ m TT. T^-21 ( 201 )/^004 ] 

4t. TI. ^5Wjf^, Rt^7T5R, MV5R ^^l^ tWR 
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' New Delhi, the 18th August, 2005 

S.O. 3119.— ^Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satined that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, *1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic 
(Table Top type) weighing instrument, with digital indication of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and wth brand 
name“NEWGEN” and “NTT” series (herein referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Newgen 
Technologies Inc., 17/229, Mahavir Park, Opposite Corporation Bank, Rohlak Road, Bahadurgarh, Haryana and which 
assigned the approval mark IND/09/05/173; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table Top type) 
of high accuracy (accuracy class-II) with a maximum capacity of 12 kg. and minimum capacity of 50g. The verification 
scale interval (e) is Ig. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting 
Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230Volt, 5{)Hertz alternative eurrent 
power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instrument of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 5.0kg. with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of Img. to 50mg. and with the number of 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 5,000 to 50,000 for 'e’ value of 100mg. or more and with 'e’ value of 1 
X 10*^, 2x10’' or 5x10^ k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
Model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(201 )/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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cFT.m 3120--%^'eTW^, 

W ^ ^) ■5*13 37fq^m, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) TTaiT ^ 

(•qf^ ^ 1987 % % ■3T3^ % ^ ^ t % cimic^R 3*^ Mt "3^ 


^:, 3Tq, ,%^m^ W 3Tfi^fTO^ tlRT 36 ^3^-^ (7) 3TtT (s) ^ 113^ ^ ^ ^ 

^cHidiP^^ , 3n^ 17/229, ■91^, ^RHl\ ?n #3^ % 'qRT, tr^, ^ 1^(1^ 

qqr^kr (^*n;4m‘5r4-lll) ^ cfr^ <jh9i<'^ ('^<i’w4 .M't)R) % ♦iT-sci 

Rlstri '^Fl^'wt) sftrW 3T^%3f^3TTf 133 ■ 3 ^^/ 09 / 2005 / 1 74 
TVJ\ t, MHITO 3TT^ 3?k yohlPvW 2*R^ t i 



^qt^TT^f^^W^^n^tcT3TT^ (^«1T4cn^-III)-^3H^^[1^^ 

t i ^RRTT 2,000 %.m afk ^=^1^ ^RRH 4 %. m 11 (■!) 200 m 

11 |q4~ Tj^ t fkmn ■^ •grfafm oMct^ei^iFf^ ^nftct -Sii^H^cn 1 1 TO?T'3?^T4^'5Fit3' 

trft^ 3^^ ^R?TT 11 3W09 230 50 ycHiq^ff ^RT 1I3RT "9^ "99^ WT % I 

3fR q<chR -3^ 37ft#Rm mn 36 3R-^^RT (12) "sr^ ?if^^ ^ trW ^ 

f "3^ % 3 T^h 1<H %'STRF'TT^ % •3Hcl4a 3# ftP'IHlcll ^ 3^1 PtH^l-tl, <i^ "^IFTITt f^RT^ 

RiW P<^PhP4/i tar w %, PiPHftd 3# ^811^ 3^R =6i4mcrn % 3wn Mt ^ ^ 

5TIT. RT 3^ 3Tf«T^-^“-^”-RPT-^ 1^500-^10,000 3^^ ^ 914913 3RRT3T (1^) 1R%3 50 %.-fll.37f^ 31^ 

5,000 f^.m33T3lt3Tf^TWT^^t^ “f’-RPTI x 10^2 xIO^RTS x 10^ % f, ^ ^T3TcJ13> 31 


[■99.U 35.-21 (201 )/2004] 

■^t. 3 . f3^?T31, "RR fq^iH 
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GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 3. 2005/BHADRA 12. 1927 Part II— Slc. 3{ii)J 

New Delhi, the 18th August. 2005 

S.O. 3120.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given bclowO is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act. 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Appioval of Models) Rules, ■198’^ and the said Model is likelv to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use at d to render accurate ser\ice under \ aricd conditions; 

Now, tt erefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Gov ;mment hereby issues and publishes tlvc certificate of appro\ al of the Model of non-automatic (Plat¬ 
form type) weig ring instrument with digital indication of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) and with brand name 
‘^NEWGEN” ani ‘ NTP” series (herein referred to as tiic said Model), manufactured by M/s. New'gen Technologies 
Inc., 17/229, Mihavir Park, Opposite Corporation Bank Rohatak Road, Bahadurgarh, Haryana and which is assigned 
the approval mat i IND/09/2005/174; 



The saic Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) of 
medium accuracy (accuracy class-III) with a maximum capacity of 2,000kg and niinimuni capacity of 4kg. The verifica¬ 
tion scale interva] (e) is 200g. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting 
Diode (LED) diiplay indicates the weighing result. Tlie instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative 
current power su pply; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing sliall also be done to pre\'cnt the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government herjby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maxiniiim capacity above SOkg-and up to 
5,000kg with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ^e’ ^alue of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value 
of 1 X 10^ 2x10* or 5x10*^, K being a positive or negati\ e w hole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in iccordance with the same principle, design, and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved Model tas been manufactured. 

IF. No. WM-21(201)/20()41 
P. .A , K.RISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology' 



[^II—3(ii)] 


9805 


: fVta«« 3, 12, 1927 


fc^crnl, 18 2005 


(l976 ^60)3TqT^«fkT7r3^ 

■qqTsf?n «Rn^ Tlt^TT ^ "^51311 


sra;, ara, %= 5 t^ -mi 3if<iPm ^ «ira 36 ^( 7 ) a^lr (8) sra Bf^jn SBtn bbSI 

431^ ^)Pl< l 877/3/^,^Blj-^^BTOyi.B^-SWOlO (-gBBa),OTftPfe‘‘»l-1.r-wi-1/6’’ 

ipa^%7BBlftR WB#! (fTOBfw) %BfeBBn, f^BTOBnBIB"BBpra”t 



BWB#l (fTOBl*raT3Rn7) 11 IBBit !3Bm 150 ft.#. 3^ 


[m.-B, -^^.-21 ( 1 29 )/2004 ] 

■qt, 13;, f®lf^ Pq^in 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 3. 2005/BHADRA 12, 1927 


New Delhi, the 18th August, 2005 

S.O. 3121.-:—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate ser\ace under varied conditions: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of automatic filling 
machine (Piston filler type) of Sanfil-I/6 scries with brand name ^SANFIL' (hereinreferred to as the said Model), manu¬ 
factured by M/s. Sanira Associates, Precitech Compound, 877/3/B, G.I.D.C., Makarpura,Vadodra-39() 010, Gujarat and 
which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2004/372. 



The said Model is an automatic filling machine (Pistion filler type). Its maximum capacity is 150 ml and mini¬ 
mum capacity is 3 nil or equivalent weight. It has a maximum fill rate of 50 pouches per minute. The machine is de¬ 
signed for filling volometric viscous fluids. 

[F. No. WM-21(129)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 3, 2005/BHADRA12, 1927 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 

New Delhi, the 18th August, 2005 

S.C. 3122.—Whereas the Central Goveniment, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
qjithority, is satisfied-that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Stamlards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained me,and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

No’ V, thereto, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central < jovemment hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of automatic gravimetric 
filling instn ment of ‘4901’ series with brand name “AVERY” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by 
M/s. Avery ] ndia Limited, Plot No. 50-59, Sector-25, Ballabhgarh, Faridabad-121 004, Haryana and which is assigned 
the approval mark IND/@9/05/334; 



The said Model is a lever and beam based machanical type automatic gravimetric filling instrument. Its maxi¬ 
mum capaci y is 50kg and minimum capacity is 10kg. It consists of weight box at one end of the beam and weigh 
hopper at th; other end of beam. It has a maximum fill rate of 10 bags per minute. The machine is designed for 
filling of prc ducts like food ^ains, tea, sugar, seeds, salts and the like etc. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent p nctices. 

Fur her, in exercise of die powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the automatic filling 
machine of si milar make, accuracy and performance of sanie series with maximum capacity in the range of 10kg to 100kg 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design, accuracy and with the same 
materials wi h which the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21{49)/2004] 
P. A. KRJSHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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TOE GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 3, 2005/BHADRA 12, 1927 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


New Delhi, the iSth August, 2005 

S.O. 3123. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is ss tisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in excAx^ of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central C ovemment henn, issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing ini trument (Spri^^h^ance hanging type) with analogue indication of ordinary accuracy (accuracy 
TTI^ ^nd with Serie s and brand name “APPHX” (herein referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. 
Ganesh Enguieers, M.I.Udyog Nagar, Block No. A/5, God-Dev Road, Bhayandar (East), District-Thane-401 105, 
Maharashtra a nd which is as signed the approval mark IND/09/2004/468: 

The said Model (Seethe figure given below) is a hanging type spring based non-automatic analogue weigh¬ 
ing instrument with analogue indi cation and of a maximum capacity of 100 kg and minimum capacity of 5 kg. The 
v^ification sc ale interval (e) is SOOg. 

in ad litton to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent pra ctices. 



Furtlier, in exercise of th^ powers conferred by sub-section (12) of the Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government lereby declares:^! this certificate of approval of the said model shall also be cover the weighing 
instrument ol similar make, |j mijbrmance of same series with maximum capacity in the range of 50 kg to 300 kg 
and with num >er of verificatidi interval (n) in the range of 100 to 1,000 for 'e value of SOOg or more and with e 

value 1 X 10*^ 2x lO'" or 5x10^ k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design, and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved moilel has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(229)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director, Legal Metrolog\ 
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GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER 3, 2005/BHADRA12, 1927 [Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 

New Delhi, the 18th August, 2005 

S.O. 312^—Whereas thp Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfi( d that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Sahdards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Nteasures (Approvil of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and ;o render accurate service .under varied conditions; 

Now, then Tore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Cover unent hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of automatic filling 
machine (Piston fi ler) with digital indication of 'FP-PT series with brand name "Fairpack" (herein referred to as the 
said model), manufactured by M/s. Fair Pack Machineries Private Limited, 1, Thanthai Periar Nagar, Ayanavaram, 
Chennai-600 023 a id which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2003/695; 



The said Iv odel is an automatic filUng machine (Piston Filler). Its maximum capacity is lOOOg. It has a maxi¬ 
mum fill rate of 10- -30 fills per minute. The machine is designed for filling non free flowing liquid products like veg¬ 
etable oils, grease, jelly. Jam, paste, curds, ghee, vanaspathi, margarine etc. The instruments operates on 230 Volts, 50 
Hertz alternative ri rrent power supply. 

Further, ir exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereb] declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the automatic filling 
machine of similar nake, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacifi' in the range of 2 g to 2 kg 
or equivalent voluir e manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with 
the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(283)72003] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director, Legal Metrolog>' 
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New Delhi, the 18th August, 2005 


125.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
ified t^t the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
: Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
^al of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
d to render accurate service under varied conditions; 


erefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act 
srnment hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of automatic filling 
filler) with digital indication of’FP-AU’ series with brand name "Fairpack"(herein referred to as the 
mfactured by M/s. Fair pack Machinaries Private Limited, 1, Thanthai Periar Nagar, Ayanavaram 
and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2003/696; 



Model is an automatic filling machine (Auger Filler). Its maximum capacity is lOOOg. It has a maxi- 
I pouches per minute. The machine is designed for filling non free flowing liquid products like milk 
t^der, wheat flour, ground spices, pharamaceuticals powder, tooth powder, chemicals etc. The instru- 
230 Volts, AC 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

n exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
ry declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the automic filling 
,ar make, accuracy and performance of the same series with maximum capacity in the range of 2g to 
by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same mate- 
he said approved model has been manufacturpH 

[F. No. WM-21(283)/2003] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrolog>' 
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New Delhi, the 18th August, 2005 

S.O. 3126.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is sat sfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of tie Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use a [id to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, t lerefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Goi^nunent hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of automatic filling 
machine (Cup ’iller) with digital indication of'FP-CU' series with brand name "Fair pack" (herein referred to as the 
said model), m mufactored by M/s. Fair Pack Machinaries Private Limited, 1, Thanthai Periar Nagar, Ayanavaram, 
Chennai-600 02 3 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2003/697; 



The sai d model is an automatic filling machine (Cup Filler). Its maximum capacity is lOOOg. It has a maximum 
fill rate of 30 fi: 1 per minute. The machine is designed for filling non free flowing liquid products like sugar rice, salt, 
suji, granuals, c etergents, pharmaceuticles, seeds, agricultural products etc. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, AC 
50 Hertz altemj live current power supply. 

Furthe; in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the automatic filling 
machine of sim lar make, accurai^ and performance of same series with maximum capacity in the range of 2g to 2kg 
manufaaured by the same manuracturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials 
with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(283)/2003] 
P, A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrolog>' 
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92 

00 

07 

52 

00 

18 

40 

00 

00 

45 

00 

04 

84 

00 

12 

18 

00 

21 

30 

00 

01 

50 

00 

10 

84 

00 

00 

61 

00 

32. 

67 




GAZEUb OF INDIA: SEPTEMB ER3,2005/BHADRAPADA12,1927 [Part II-nSEc.3(ii)J 

TOer : 


^ of^ 


L£il^ 




^ 1 090 

21 ^ ^ if ^nser 

^JoF 1 4-9 

21 

22 

312 22 24 

41 ti ^ ^cii 

24 

25 

31 

32 

32 aSff? 
127^^ 

^ ajj^ 

127 

126 

123 

122 

120 

119 

137 

140 

138 

139 
116 
142 

141 

^ oT^ 141 ' 

142 ^ ^ if 

SfWjIcl^ TOTT 

144 

148 
151 
150 

149 


6 

I ^ I 

8 

00 

03 

61 

00 

21 

20 

00 

06 

24 

00 

05 

96 

00 

23 

93 

00 

49 

88 

00 

' 61 

93 

00 

07 

05 

00 

12 

89 

00 

03 

84 

00 

50 

24 

00 

00 

36 

00 

27 

00 

00 

17 

81 

00 

11 

00 

00 

01 

58 

00 

16 

00 

00 

05 

16 

00 

11 

05 

00 

01 

00 

00 

10 

00 

00 

09 

02 

00 

03 

01 


00 41 

00 49 

00 12 
00 48 

00 00 


















3 , 2005 /^ 13 ^ 12 , 1927 


9823 


d\c^\ : 


tSicII : ^Idfg? 


^|52r : aiFRISe 


?T. 

uiiQ ci>l dl^ 

^cf dd^ 

«ic dd^ 


Cl^HicI 


HHMi 

^ Tter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

D 

8 


237 



00 

53 

34 

238 



00 

06 

5.1 

236 



00 

19 

64 

233 



00 

24 

52 

232 



00 

19 

44 

231 



00 

15 

48 

229 



00 

28 

69 

228 



00 

20 

50 

227 



.00 

27 

78 

212 



00 

00 

52 

226 



00 

51 

49 

225 



00 

30 

32 

224 



00 

19 

47 




03 

17 

70 1 




385 

00 

01 

84 

386 

00 

24 

06 

387 

00 

15 

07 

388 

00 

06 

05 

381 

00 

07 

60 

392 

00 

04 

91 

393 

00 

04 

47 

394 

00 

03 

54 

die 

388,381,392,393,39 


01 

86 

. 00 

4,395 3^ 396 

^ ^CC& <.I<CII 



395 

00 

12 

33 

396 

00 

15 

40 

397 

00 

15 

45 

399 

00 

12 

38 

400 

00 

14 

99 

404 

00 

25 

29 

, 406 

00 

34 

29 

420 

00 

27 

30 

421 

00 

08 

61 

419 

00 

06 

96 

422 

00 

37 

t7 

423 

00 

08 

43 

424 

00 

11 

81 


2498 GI/2005—10 











TH E GAZETTE OF INDIA : SEPTEMBER3,2005/BHADRAPADA12,1927 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


■ TTSer : 




3IC 



*iic of^7 4-42 

ylwaofl ^ 
^ f^oll ol^ 



6 

1 7 1 

00 

08 

00 

13 

00 

27 

00 

06. 

00 

10 


6 Tjhpcft 


^ oi^ 15t 3^ 
^ f^oll a|^ 

151 

150 

149 

148 

147 

145 

143 

142 

141 

138 
140 

139 
135 
134 
133 
131 
127 

117 

^ oT^ 1 1 7,1 1 8 

aSt? 119 ^ 

^ sTTcrr 

118 

119 

120 
121 
123 


03 

65 

40 

00 

14 

37 

00 

19 

02 

00 

19 

51 

00 

19 

44 

00 

06 

29 

00 

09 

48 

00 

11 

76 

00 

14 

00 

00 

16 

42 

00 

13 

50 

00 

01 

86 

00 

02 

14 

00 

53 

07 

00 

12 

90 

00 

49 

99 

00 

00 

24 

00 

54 

71 

00 

08 

00 

00 

22 

03 

00 

00 

91 

00 

08 

85 

00 

08 

14 

00 

10 

80 

00 

28 

00 

00 

17 

64 


















d\€^ : ^1^19 


__ ____ 

diid <pi ^ur 


MR?T^Tr?f^ : %FSR3, 2005/^W^ 12, 1927 


raefT : ^idig? 




^icll^'d 7l32r 5 dl6KH^ 


TO ^aRT 3Tl-^?Sr>5 


5 



315 ^57 1 23 ^ 
122^ ^ 
u 1 d 4 ddl 7 T sreflgsr 

98 



3IS *1^7 28 


00 04 67 

00 18 50 

04 49_W 



00 

02 

81 

3^ oflcIT 

28 

00 

25 

78 

29 

00 

21- 

75 

TO TO7 29 1 

I 

TOWsmTT oioftd>r J 

^ 00 

01 

50 



30 

00 

01 

37 

43 

01 

07 

70 

TO «ra7 43 3t ^1^1 

j- 00 

02 

82 

TOTO^RT olcftW J 



35 

00 

11 

15 

42 

00 

01 

10 

41 

00 

07 

45 . 

40 

00 

08 

22 

39 

00 

25 

10 

88 

00 

14 

30 

89 

00 

16 

79 

90 

00 

10 

63 

91 

00 

10 

57 

TO TO7 92 ygSf 

I 00* 

02 

95 

l^dl 33 


92 

00 

05 

61 

93 

00 

01 

81 

94 

00 

03 

45 

95 

00 

04 

97 

96 

00 

06 

31 

97 

00 

11 

52 

98 

00 

04 

33 

99 

00 

04 

23 

100 

00 

09 

94 















i GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 3,2005/BHADRAPADA12,1927 


talelT : 


[PARTn-SEW.3(l« 



S.O. 3127.- 


MINISTRY OF PETROJLFUM AND NATURAJL GAS 
New Dethi, the 29th August, 2005 


[W. 4 ^-31015/23/2004-«jl4f|R-W] 


’ 1112^””' r' o’S;”S'u2lS’a!l‘f 

dMed (he lo* Oao^loM P^*'®*'**^ 'h ‘he Gaeene of liKjia 

'iSo'Cs to.'S’iTS foSSrr'^''* s™'* 

by Hi..<lom«Pet™i,.Lco,!»SiSS(Sr “^™'‘ 

on " j£SerS.°'““ ‘b ■be Pebik 

»rssriS: ““ 

«<«i" ““ «”b.(ng 

user therein; y 8 he pipeline, has decided to acquire the right of 

- (wCS, ‘aSS:,f,2rar,r,S “';:“'»n (.) of «*,, 0 of (b. 

the pipeline s fiall instead of vestinti in rhp r f i r of user in the said land for laying 

ofth. decX. pl.o.eu. Lt 






















[MFTII—■^ro53(ii)] 


3, 2005/WR 12> 1927 


9827 


SCHEDULE 


Taluka : MOHOL 

' District: SOLAPUR 

_•_ ' ■ "■ 

State 

: MAHARASHTRA 

Sr. 

No 

Name of the 
Villaae 

Survey No. 

Gat No. 

Sub-Oiviston 

No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mt 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

ruPk 

8 

AO 


1 KOTHALE 


143 

00 

00 

03 

146 

00 

04 

15 

147 

00 

07 

52 

148 

00 

14 

01 

Metalled Road in 




between Gat No 

00 

00 

69 

148,147,146 and 
143 



149 

00 

37 

80 

150 

00 

07 

00 

151 

00 

11 

53 

152 

00 

30 

53 

Service Road in i 

1 

02 

02 

between Gat No 

L 00 

152 & 164 J 

1 



164 

00 

19 

65 

0 

Road in between ] 




Gat No 

00 

01 

94 

164 & 165 

165 

00 

13 

73 

166 

00 

11 

90 

* ' 167 - 

00 - 

.07 

33 

168 

00 

"01 

98 

169 

00 

05 

30 

170 

00 

12 

54 

171 

00 

07 

60 

172 

00 

06 

55 

173 

00 

06 

50 

174 

00 

03 

33 

Nala in between 

1 



Gat No 171, 172, 

\ 00 

02 

06 

173 & 174 

J 



175 

00 

09 

45 

176 

00 

10 

99 

177 

oa 

16 

42 

184 

00 

13 

10 

185 

00 

05 

23 














00 42 44 










[MTTTn-~'Bri53(ii)] 


2005/VI^12, 1927 


9829 


Taluka : MOHOL District: SOLAPUR State : MAHARASHTRA 

- 1 --—t-— 1---1- I : I ^ 


Sr, 

No. 

Name of the 

Survey No. 

Gat No. 

Sub-Division 

Area 

Villaae 

No. 

Hectare 

Are 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

I 8 I 

2 

ANKOLI (Contd.) 


Drain in between 1 
Gat No 

[ 

00 

02 

13 




323 & 270 

1 







Asphalted Road in 
between Gat No 

i 

00 

02 

34 




323 & 270 

J 







270 


00 

20 

56 




271 


00 

47 

34 




283 


00 

23 

21 




284 


00 

23 

21 




288 


00 

18 

87 


Metalled Road in I 


between Gat No 
288 & 104 J 

► 

00 

03 

11 

104 


00 

12 

49 

105 


00 

14 

80 

109 


00 

08 

48 

101 


00 

00 

40 

110 


00 

06 

97 

<#111 


00 

18 

36 

112 


00 

03 

40 

97 


00 

20 

21 

115 


00 

11 

26 

87 


00 

48 

60 

59 


00 

13 

20 

58 


00 

11 

50 

57 


00 

26 

So 

54 


op 

13 

48 

48 


00 

00 

05 

47 


00 

72 

01 


Total 08 70 96 


860 

861 

862 

859 


00 

34 

62 

00 

74 

39 

00 

12 

39 

00 

38 

22 


3 KURUL 
















CO 2 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 3, 2005/BHADRAPADA12,1927 . [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


Taluta'i IVlbHOL 

the 


1 


Name 

Vilik 


3 KURUL (Contd.) 


District; SOLAPUR 


iqe 


Survey No. 


State ; MAHARASHTRA 


Gat No. 

' ■ 1 

Sub-Division 

No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 


4 

— - I 

5 

6 

7 


857 

00 

36 

96 

845 

00 

52 

00 

844 

00 

04 

00 

Cart Track in 




between Gat No 

> 00 

08 

64 

844 & 843 

1 



843 

00 

22 

50 

842 

00 

12. 

24 

889 

00 

06 

75 

MDR - 57 in ] 

• 




between Gat No 

GO 

05 

76 

890 & 890(P) J 




890 (P) 

00 

42 

50 

892 

00 

00 

20 

891 

00 

33 

00 

Cart Track in i 




between Gat No 

00 

14 

40 

891 & 949 J 




949 

00 

00 

41 

947 

00 

73 

42 

Unlined Canal in ] 




between Gat No 

^ 00 

05 

50 

947 & 943 J 




943 

00 

05 

92 

Unlined Canal in I 




between Gat No 

00 

07 

52 

943 & 942 J 




942 

00 

18 

40 

1082 

00 

00 

45 

1083 

00 

04 

84 

1084 

00 

12 

18 

1085 

00 

21 

30 

1088 

00 

01 

50 

1091 (P) 

00 

10 

84 

1089 

00 

00 

61 

1090 

00 

32 

67 




















9831 


[,flrTn_-^nJ^3(ii)] 3, 2005/MBr^ 12, 1927 






raluka : MOHOL District: SOLAPUR 

State : MAHARASHTRA j 

Sr. 

No. 


Survey No. 

Gat No. 

Sub-OivisiOn 

No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 


3 KURUL (Contd.) SH-149ln 


between Gat No 

} 00 

03 

61 

1090 & 21 




21 

'oo 

21 

20^ 

22 

00 

05 

24 

Nala in between 1 ^ ^ ^ _ 

Gat No 22 & 24 

j- 00 

05 

96 

24 

00 

23 

93 

25 

00 

49 

88 

31 

00 

61 

93 

32 

Area in between " 

00 

07 

05 

Gat No 

^ 00 

12 

89 

32 & 127 J 

127 

00 

03 

84 

126 

00 

50 

24 

123 

00 

00 

36 

122 

00 

27 

00 

120 

00 

17 

81 

119 

00 

11 

00 

137 

00 

01 

58 

140 

00 

16 

00 

138 

00 

05 

16 

139 

00 

11 

05 

116 

00 

01 

00 

142 

00 

10 

00 

141 

00 

09 

02 

Asphalted Road in 




between Gat No 

^ 00 

03 

01 

141 & 142 

J 




144 

00 

41 

92 

148 

00 

49 

95 

151 

00 

12 

00 

150 

00 

48 

42 

149 

00 

00 

10 


Total 11 

05 

28 


2498 GI/2005—11 
















z U) 



rffi GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBERS, 2005/BHADRAPADA12,1927 


HOL District: SOLAPUR State 

►rae I r 777 I Sub-Division 

Survey No. Gat No. 

ge_ 1 _ No. 

3 4 5 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 


State : MAHARASHTRA 
^ub-Divisionl Area 



5 VIRVADE BUDRUKH 



385 

386 

387 

388 
381 

392 

393 

394 

Metalled Road in 
between Gat No 
388,381,392.393, 
394,395 & 396 

395 

396 

397 

399 

400 
404 
406 

420 

421 
419 

422 

423 

424 


Total 


Area 

Hectare 

1 Are 

Sq.mt 

6 


8 

00 

53 

34 

00 

06 

51 

00 

19 

64 

00 

24 

52 

00 

19 

44 

00 

15 

48 

00 

28 

69 

00 

20 

50 

00 

27 

78 

00 

00 

52 

00 

51 

49 

00 

30 

32 

00 

19 

47 

03 

17 

70 

00 

01 

84 

00 

24 

06 

00 

15 

07 

00 

06 

05 

00 

07 

60 

00 

04 

91 

00 

04 

47 

00 

03 

54 

00 

01 

86 

00 

12 

33 

00 

15 

40 

00 

15 

45 

00 

12 

38 

00 

14 

99 

00 

25 

29 

00 

34 

29 








9833 


im 

'1 

n— 

'aluka : MOHOL 

District: SOLAPUR 

State 

: MAHARASi^TRA | 

Sr. 

No 

Name of the 

Vill^np 

Survey No. 

Gat No. 

Sub-Division 

No. 

Hectare 

Are 

EEa 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

nn 

7 

AR 

«] 


5 VIRVADE BUDRUKH (Contd.) 


426 

427 
442 


00 

00 

00 


13 

27 

OG 


41 

02 

24 


6 POPHLI 


Sina River in 
between Gat No ^ 

442 & V.B. of 
Pophli _ 

Total 


00 10 56 

03 65 40 


Sina River in 
between Gat No 

. 00 

14 

37 

151 &V.B.of 
Virvade Bk. 

151 

00 

' 19 

02 

150 

00* 

19 

51 

149 

00 

19 

44 

148 

00 

06 

29 

147 

00 

09 

48 

145 

00 

11 

76 

143 

00 

14 

00 

142 

00 

16 

42 

141 

00 

13 

50 

138 

00 

01 

86 

140 

00 

02 

14 

139 

00 

53 

07 

135 

00 

12 

90 

134 

00 

49 

99 

133 

00 

00 

24 

131 

00 

54 

71 

127 

00 

08 

00 

117 

00 

22 

03 

Nala in between ^ 
Gat No 

00 

00 

91 

117.118&119 

’ J 

118 

00 

08 

85 

119 

00 

Od 

14 

120 

00 

10 

80 

121 ' 

00 

28 

00 

123 

00 

17 

64 












GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 3, 2005/BH ADRAPADA12,1927 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 

District: SOLAPUR State : MAHARASHTRA 


Gat No. 



Area 

Hectare 

Are 


6 

7 

8 



6 POPHL! (dontd.) 


122 

Distributary in 
between Gat No 
123 & 122 
98 


Total 



7 virvadekhurd 


Nala in between 1 


V.B. of Pophli& 

[ 00 

02 

81 

Gat No 28 J 

1 



28 

00 

25 

78 

29 

00 

21 

75 

Distributary in Gat ] 

00 

01 

50 

No 29 J 

30 

00 

01 

37 

43 

01 

07 

70 

Major Lined 
Distributary in i 

[ 00 

oz 

82 

Gat No 43 J 

1 



35 

00 

11 

15 

42 

00 

01 

10 

41 

00 

07 

45 

40 

00 

08 

22 

39 

00 

25 

10 

88 

00 

14 

30 

89 

00 

15 

79 

90 

00 

10 

63 

91 

00 

10 

57 

MDR-33in Gat 1 

1* 00 

oz 

95 

No 92 J 

92 

00 

05 

61 

93 

00 

01 

81 

94 

00 

03 

45 

95 

00 

04- 

97 

96 

00 

00 

31 

97 

00 

11 

52 

98 

00 

04 

33 

99 

00 

04 

23 

100 

00 

09 

94 





















[Mmn—isr^3(ii)] 

MR?T «W iJ'^Hsi 

Pldu« 3, 2005/Snn^ 12,1927 




Taluka :"MOHOL 

District: SOLAPUR 

State 

; MAHARASHTRA 

. __ 

— 

Sr. 

No 

Name of the 

X/illanp 

Survey No. 

Gat No. 

Sub'Division 

No. 

Hectare 

Mr«4 

Are 

Sq.mt 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

7 

VIRVADE KHURD ( 

Contd.) 

101 


00 

13 

13 




102 


00 

05 

20 




103 


00 

04 

95 




104 


00 

07 

01 




105 


00 

05 

83 




106 


00 

07 

83 




107 


00 

06 

74 




108 


00 

07 

39 




109 


00 

04 

36 




110 


00 

05 

14 




111 


00 

07 

34 




114 


00 

04 

92 




112 


00 

34 

67 

1“ 




Total 

04 

38 

«7 I 

rNo. R-3t015/23/2004-O.R.-lll 


HARISH KUMAR, Under Secy. 


2^ 3rWT, 2005 

m 3128.—^ ^sjlfePIH «f^y1 HI^HCll^ (*jPt ^ ^ ^ 

3T^) ari^rf^Rnr. i962 (i962 w\ 5o) (f^ werrfT "w t) ^ 6?!^ 

3 ^ vJ t^ q RT (l) ^ 31^ ^ ^ ^ ’TRcT 'H'(<t)K ^ ^f^tfeRR 3tk ^ ^ 

3Tf ^^-c{HI W.3TT. 931 rTlfl^ 4 2005. ^ ^TRcT ^ 12 20D5 ^ 

Mch i f^ i d ^ sft. stkt ^ 3TfS^?3^ ^ ^ ^ 

it | j | <7^ l (^^) ^ ^ Rliiicii cRTT RcvTl TTuTEJRft ^ f^vjtqm^ 

?T^ ^ qRcl^d ^ HRqlvn'l( ^ ’HCg^ ^ 

-m ^ Mi^Mdi^-^ ^ ^ ^ 

3?1^IW ^ 3T^ ^ 3Tq^ 3n?R ^ ^ sft; 

3fR TTvim STI^J^JxPTT ^ viHm ^ rnff^ 16 2005 ^ v}Hcl«T W ^ 2?t; 

3fR ^SRT mtorft sTf^iRm ^ trRT 6 ^ wirt (i) ^ 3^. ^ 

t ^ t; ' 

3lk B7 tor? ^ ^ ^TTmcT 3^ ^ ^ ^ 

M I ^Md l ^d ^ 3I^te t. ^ 3Tf^R>R ^ 3Tvjf^ ^ f^PiR^ 

to t; 

3m: 3R. ^ 3Ttom ^ STRI 6 ^ (l) ^ ^ 

I’?. ^ ^TtTO t ^ f^Plf^®c ^ ^ Hi^Hdi^ ^ ^'Rtrr 

^ 3itoR ^ 3Tvjt^ tor vinm t; 

3ik to^T ^BWR 3rf^itoT ^ ?mT 6 ^ wrm (4) ?Ttolr ^ TRfnr ^ 

^ tor M t ^ ^ wfrB w 3TteR ^rto ^ 

^ PrfIcT ^ ^ ^ toto ^ 'brct ^^rfem ^>Rtom fciPf^ ^ i^rfer 

?Wti 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; SEPTEMBER 3,2005/BHADRAPADA12.1927 [Part I1~Sec. 3(ii)] 

cf?#^ : 



7FSJ : ^R4|U|| 


3JFT cPT ^ 



I 

2 

3 

4 

1. 

wi<m\ 

43/11 

0.0710 



19 

0.0010 



20 

0.1150 



21 

0.0100 



22 

0.1050 



44/ 4 

0.0270 



5 

0.0880 



6 

0.1090 



15 

0.0180 



46/ 2 

0.1015 



3 

0.0110 



8 

0.1123 



9 

0.0025 



13 

0.0760 



14 

0.0385 



17 

0.1150 



24 

0.0470 



25 

0.0025 



62/10 

0.0585 



11 

0.1170 



19 

0.0810 



20 

0.0360 



22 

0.1145 



23 

0.0025 



63/ 5 

0.1170 



6 

0,0585 



67/ 2 

0.0100 



3 

0.0860 



7 

0.0055 



8 

0.1125 



14 

0.1050 



16 

0.0030 



17 

0.1040 



24 

0.0140 



25 

0.0585 



80/11 

0,0155 



20 

0.0915 



21 

0.1015 



81/ 5 

0.1015 



6 

0.1015 



15 

0.0860 



85/ 1 

0.1015 



9 

0.0510 



10 

0.0430 



12 

0,1015 



19 

0.1015 
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1 2 3 

4 


1 yNciti^Pi (vjii^l...) 85/22 

0.0885 


23 

0.0130 


93/ 3 

0.0885 


8 

0.1015 


13 

0.0760 


17 

0.0508 


18 

0.0508 


24 

0.1015 


97/ 4 

0.1015 


6 

0.0080 


7 

0.0990 


14 

0.0130 


15 

0.0760 


16 

0.0070 


122 i^m) 

0.0230 


123 0Jmn) 

0.0080 


141 Ctron) 

0.0230 


l48C?rRn) 

0.0280 


202C?R?n) 

0.0130 


2 ^ ^ 

0.0330 


14 

0.0935 


17 

0.0935 


24 

0.0935 


9/ 4 

0.0935 


7 

0.0935 


14 

0.0935 


17 

0.0935 


24 

0.0935 


17/ 4 

0.0860 


7 

0.0935 


14 

0.0935 


17 

0.0935 


24 

0.0935 


20/ 4 

0.0935 


7 

0.0935 


14 

0.0935 


17 

0.0935 


24 

0.0935 


29/ 4 

0.0935 


7 

0.0935 


14 

0.0860 


17 

0.0935 


24 

0.0935 


34/ 4 

0.0835 


7 

0.0935 


14 

0.1190 


16 

0.0860 


17 

0.0330 


25 

0.1190 


44/ 1 

0.1040 



** I 

t 

f 

\ 

« 

i 
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2 'i ^ 


3 

44/ 9 
10 
11 
12 
18 
19 
22 
23 
45/ 5 
50/ 3 
4 
7 

14 

15 

16 
25 

51/21 
61/ 1 
9 
10 
12 
18 
19 

23 

24 
66/ 3 

4 
6 
7 

15 

16 
67/20 

21 
76/ 1 
2 
9 
12 
13 
18 

23 

24 
80/ 4 

6 

7 

15/1 
15/2 
81/20 
21 
22 
85/ 2 


_ 

0.0050 

0.1065 
0.0075 
0.1115 
0.0280 
0.0915 
0.0030 
0.1190 
0.0180 
0.0685 
0.0470 
0.0940 
0.0355 
0.0470 
0.0940 
0.0355 
0.0835 
0.1190 
0.0990 
0.0205 
0.1090 
0.1140 
0.0075 
0.0960 
0.0010 
0.0025 
0.1190 
0.0050 
0.0885 
0.1165 
0.0305 
0.0330 
0.1190 
0.0355 
0.0550 
0.1190 
0.0305 
0.0810 
0.1140 
0.0105 
0.1050 
0.0910 
0.1080 
0.0025 
0.0600 
0.0210 
0.1190 
0.0635 
0.0050 
n non 






['inn—'Qn>53(ii)] 


MR?T 3, 2005/i>?Rn^ 12, 1^27 


9S39 


J_2_ 

2, ^ (wfT^...) 


3. Mift 


3 4 


85/ 8 

0.0150 

9 

0.0530 

13 

0.1190 

17 

0.0490 

18 

0.0410 

24 

0.0960 

88/ 4 

O.OlOO 

212(7R?T0 

0.0105 

213 (^r??n) 

0.0075 

12/10 

0.0040 

11 

0.0730 

12 

0.0240 

19 

0.0965 

20 

0.0050 

22 

O.1015 

15/2 

0.1015 

9 

0.0960 

12 

0.0410 

13 

0.0380 

18 

0.1015 

23 

0.0935 

26/ 3 

0.0935 

8 

0.0305 

13 

0.0935 

18 

0.0935 

23 

0.0935 

29/ 3 

0.0935 

8 

0.0935 

13 

0.0505 

18 

0.0860 

23 

0.0885 

41/ 3 

O.Q935 

8 

0.0935 

13 

0.0885 

18 

0.0935 

23 

0.0935 

44/ 3 

0.0935 

8 

0.0935 

13 

0.0935 

18 

0.0935 

23 

0.0935 

56/ 3 

0.0935 

8 

0.0935 

13 

0.0935 

18 

0.0860 

23 

0.0410 

58/ 3 

0.0585 

8 

0.0560 

13 

0.0550 

18 

0.0380 
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3 


87(51'Sci VTTuIcII^) 

0.0610 

89(7Rcn) 

0.0260 

91 

0.0610 

23/23 

0.0450 

34/ 3 

0.0330 

8 

0.0105 

13 

0.0025 

17 

0.0010 

24 

0.0260 

35/ 4 

0.0620 

7 

0.0835 

14 

0.0935 

17 

0.0935 

24 

0.0685 

44/ 4 

0.0935 

7 

0.0935 

14 

0.0935 

17 

0.0935 

24 

0.0935 

45/ 4 

0.0935 

7 

0,0760 

14 

0.0020 

69 

0.0200 

61 (WT) 

0.0255 

8/23 

0.0050 

15/ 3 

0.0735 

8 

0.1015, 

13 

0.1015 

18 

0,1015 

23 

0.1015 

18/ 3 

0.1015 

8 

0.1015 

13 

0.1015 

18 

0.1015 

23 

0.1015 

27/ 3 

0.0930 

4 

0.0020 

7 

0.0450 

8 

0.0585 

13 

0,0255 

14 

0,0865 

17 

0.0960 

24 

0.0860 

30/ 4 

0.1015 

7 

0.1015 

14 

0.0615 

15 

0.0400 

16 

0.1015 

17 

0.0010 

25 

0.1015 






[HPTII—■0r^3(ii)] 


I 


5. 


2005/MI!rK12, 1927 






38/10 

0.0110 

11 

0.0855 

20 

0.1015 

21 

0.1015 

39/ 5 

0.1015 

6 

0.0830 

15 

0.0105 

43/ 1 

0.0960 

2 

0.0010 

9/1 

0.0110 , 

9/2 

0.0585 

10 

0.0230 

12 

0.1015 

19 

0.1015 

22 

0.0885 

48/ 2 

0.0505 

3 

0.0505 

8 

0.1015 

13 

0.1015 

18 

0.1015 / 

23 

0.0720 

24 

0.0240 

51/ 3 

0.005a 

4 

0.0965 

7 

0.0885 

14 

0.1015 

16 

0.0040 

17 

0.0915 

24 

0.0180 

25 

0.0835 

56/ 5 

0.1015 

6 

0.1015 

15 

0.0990 

16 

0.0330 

55/11 

0.0010 

20/1 

0.0685 

'21 

0.1015 

59/ 1 

0.1015 

10 

0.0940 

111 (^TTcTT) 

0.08ie 

126(71^ 

0.0130 

304(7mil) 

0.0055 

305(^^11) 

0.0130 

4/10 

0.0530 

11 

0.0990 

20 

0.0990 

21 

0.0990 

11/ 1 

0.0990 

10 

0.0990 

11 

0.0870 


6. 
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1 

2 3 

4 

6. 

fsrtt....) 11/12 

0.0120 


19 

0.0260 


20 

0.0500 


21 

0.0300 


22 

0.0680 


16/ 1 

0.0070 


2 

0.0920 


9 

0.0990 


12 

0.0990 


■19 

0.0990 

* 

22 

0.0990 


23/ 2 

0.0990 


9 

0.0990 


12 

0.0990 


19 

0.0990 


22 

0.0990 


28/ 2 

0.0580 


9 

0.0785 


12/1 

0.0120 


12/2 

0.0240 


19 

0.1015 


22 

0.0935 


23 

0.0025 


34/ 2 

0.0690 


* 3 

0.0125 


8 

0.0500 


9 

0.0170 


13 

0.0740 


18 

0.0860 


23 

0.0710 


48 

0.0010 


49 (^TT^) 

0.0030 


53 (^?ERTr) 

0.0505 

7. 

41/ 6 

0.1090 


15 

0.1090 


16 

0.1090 


24 

0.0280 


25 

0.0810 


44/ 4 

0.0990 


5 

0.0100 


7 

0.1015 


14 

0.1015 


15 

0.0025 


16 

0.0180 


17 

0.0585 


24 

0.0155 


25 

0.0510 


58/ 4 

0.0055 


5 

0.0960 


6 

0.1015 











1 _ 

7. 


3, 2005/^11?^^ 12, 1927 


J1 _ 




#?kW 


3 4 

SS/IS 

0.1015 

16 

0.1015 

25 ' 

0.1015 

63/ 5 

0.1015 

6 

0.1015 

15 

0.1015 

16 

0.1015 

25 

0.1015 

73/ 5 

0.1015 

6 

0.0940 

15 

0.0635 

16 

0.0330 

25 

0.0055 

72/11 

0.0020 

20 

0.0510 

21 

0.0940 

79/ 1 

0.1015 

10 

0.1015 

11 

0.1015 

20/1 

0.0610 

20/2 

0.0410 

21 

0.1015 

85/ 1 

0.1015 

10 

0.0610 


0.0610 

6/ 3 

0.0440 

8 

0.1165 

13/1 

0.0155 

13/2 

0.0070 

14 

0.0090 

17 

0.1190 

24 

0.0400 

10/ 5 

0.1040 

6/1 

0.0240 

6/3 

■0.0205 

6/4 

0.0025 

11/11 

0.0620 

20 

0.0885 

21 

0,0025 

. 22 

0.0180 

18/ 2 

0.0860 

8 

0.0040 

9 

0.0025 

13 

0.0810 

18/1 

0.0100 

284(^1^ 

0.0185 

5/ 1 

0.1490 

2 

0.1189 

6/ 2 • 

0,0070 

3 

0.0800 
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1 

2 3 

4 

9. 

WMI<t)l (urt,..) 6/ 4 

0.1340 


5 

0.1490 


7 

0.0020 


8 

0.0680 


9 

0.1265 


10 

0.1490 


7/ 6 

0.1490 


7 

0.0580 

10. 

9/24 

0.0110 


25 

0.0580 


10/21/1 

0.0102 


21/2 

0.1320 


22 

0.1465 


23 

0.1465 


24 

0.1465 


25 

0.1465 


11/21/1 

0.1430 


21/2 

0.0065 


22/2 

0.0180 


23 

0.0685 


17/ 1 

0.1465 


2 

0.1465 


3 

0.1265 


4 

0.0860 


5 

0.0405 


18/ 1 

0.0490 


2/1 

0.0580 


2/2 

0.0225 


2/3 

0.0480 - 


2/4 

0.0175 


3 

0.1465 


4 

0.1465 


5 

0.1465 


10 

0.0455 


19/ 5 

0.0150 


6 

0.0740 


7 

0.0885 


86(^fmn) 

0.0100 


92(^R<TI) 

0.0180 

11. 

'fie'iidi 8/14 

0.0870 


15 

0.0530 


17 

0.0585 


18 

0.0030 


23 

0.0770 


24 

0.0105 


9/11 

0.0935 


12 

0.1390 


13 

0.1470 


14 

0.1470 


15 

0.1350 









[HFTn-^5P»g3(u)] 

1 _ 

n. 


12 , 


: ftRTO 3, 20QS/M!^ 12> 1927 


2 _ 3 ~ 4 _ 

10/n 

12 0.1290 » 

13 0.0510 

14 0.0260 




16 

0.0535 

17 

0,0125 

11/16 

0.1470 

17 

0.1470 

18 

0.1470 

19 

0.1320 

20/1 

0.0330 

20/2 

0.0605 

12/18 

0.0570 

19 

0,1065 

20 

0.1470 

22 

0.0025 

23 

0.0255 

77(^1^ 

0.0180 

44/15 

0,0025 

16 

0.0910 

25 

0.1015 

45/ 5 

0.0470 

46/ 1 

0,0505 

10/1 

0,0385 

10/2 

0.0635 

11 

0.1015 

20 

0.0910 

19/2 

0.0075 

21 

0.0040 

22/1 

0:0470 

22/2 

0.0370 

63/ 2 

4).1015 

9 

0.1015 

12 

0.0380 

13 

0.0155 

297 

0.0050 

298C?Rm) 

0.0050 

299RR?n) 

0.0050 


[x^o^o3rRo-31015/01/2005-3ff a^-ll] 

o 
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S. O. 312 

New Delhi, thd 29th August, 2005 

Whereas by a notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
and Natural Gas number S.O. 931, dated the d* March, 2005, issued under 
(1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
nd) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962 ) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) published in 
e of India dated the 12 March, 2005, the Central Government declared its 
> acquire the right of user in the land, specified in the Schedule upended to that 
for ^e purpose of laying an extension pipeline for transportation of petroleum 
hrough Mumbai-Manglya Pipeline Extension Project from Manglya (Indore) 
i^e State of Madhya Pradesh to Piyala in the State of Haryana and Bijwasan in 
Delhi by Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

is the copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to the nublic on 
ly, 2005; ^ 

IS the competent authority has, under sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act 
sport to the Central government; 

IS the Central Government, after considering the said report and on being satisfied 

1 land IS required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire the right of user 

ore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said 
iti^ Government hereby declares that the right of user in the said land, specified in 

5, IS hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the said 
intral Government directs that the right of user in the said land for laying the 
ill, instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on the date of the 
of this declaration, in Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, free from all 

5S. 

SCHEDULE 

LWAL DISTRICT: FARIDABAD STATE- HARYANA 

Petroleum 
sub-sectior 
User in U 
the Gazetl 
intention t( 
notificatior 
products 1 
terminal in 
theNCToi 

And where 
the 16*^ Mi 

And where 
submitted r 

And wherei 
that the sai 
therein; 

Now, there! 
Act, the Cei 
the Schedul 

And fiirthei 
Act, the C( 
pipeline sh 
publication 
encumbranc 

TEHSIL: ?A 

S.NO. 

NAME OF VILLAGE SURVEY NO. AREA IN HECTARF- 

1 

-?- 3 4 

1. 

RAIDHASKA 43/11 0.0710 

19 0.0010 

20 0.1150 

21 0.0100 

• 22 0.1050 

44/ 4 0.0270 

5 0.0880 

6 0.1090 

15 0.0180 

46/ 2 0.I0I5 

3 0.0110 

8 0.1125 

9 0.0025 

13 0.0760 

14 . 0.0385 


' 
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J_ 

1 . 


_2 _ 

RAIDHASKA (Contd...) 



3 

4 

46/17 

0.1150 

24 

0.0470 

25 

0.0025 

62/10 

0.0585 

11 

0.1170 

19 

0.0810 

20 

0.0360 

22 

0.1145 

23 

0.0025 

63/ S 

0.1170 

6 

0.0585 

67/ 2 

0.0100 

3 

0.0860 

7 

0.0055 

8 

0.1125 

14 

0.1050 

16 

0.0030 

17 

0.1040 

24 

0.0140 

25 

0.0585 

80/11 

0.0155 

20 

0.0915 

* 21 

0.1015 

81/ 5 

0.1015 

6 

0.1015 

15 

0.0860 

85/ 1 

0.1015 

9 

0.0510 

10 

0.0430 

12 

0.1015 

19 

0.1015 

22 

0.0885 

23 

0.0130 

93/ 3 

0.0885 

8 

0.1015 

13 

0.0760 

17 

0.0508 

18 

0.0508 

24 

0.1015 

97/ 4 

0.1015 

6 

0.0080 

7 

0.0990 

14 

0.0130 

15 

0.0760 

16 

0.0070 

122 (Dram) 

0.0230 

123 (Rasta) 

0.0080 

141 (Rasta) 

0.0230 

148 (Rasta) 

0.0280 

202 (Rasta) 

0.0130 
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14 • 

0.0935 

17 

0.0935 

24 

0.0935 

29/ 4 

0.0935 

7 

0.0935 

14 

0.0860 

17 

0.0935 

24 

0.0935 

34/ 4 

0.0835 

7 

0.0935 

14 

0.1190 

16 

0.0860 

17 

0.0330 

25 

0.1190 

44/ 1 

0.1040 

9 

0.0050 

10 

0.1065 

11 

0.0075 

12 

0.1115 

18 

0.0280 

19 

0.0915 

22 

0.0030 

23 

0.1190 

45/ 5 

0.0180 

50/ 3 

0.0685 

4 

0.0470 

7 

0.0940 

14 

0.0355 

15 

0.0470 

16 

0.0940 

25 

0.0355 

51/21 

0.0835 

61/ 1 

0.1190 











[^n —-^^3(11)1 
1 

2 . 
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2 _ 

SILAUn(Contd...) 


NANGAL BRAHMAN 


3 4 


15/18 

0,1015 

23 

0.0935 

26/ 3 

0.0935 

8 

0.0305 

13 

0,0935 

18 

0.0935 

23 

0.0935 

29/ 3 

0.0935 

8 

0.0935 

13 

0.0505 

18 

0.0860 

23 

0.0885 

41/ 3 

0.0935 

8 

0.0935 

13 

0.0885 

18 

0.0935 

23 

0.0935 

44/ 3 

0.0935 

8 

0.0935 

13 

0.0935 

18 

0.0935 

23 

0.0935 

56/ 3 

0.0935 

8 

0.0935 

13 

0.0935 

18 

0.0860 

23 

0.0410 

58/ 3 

0.0585. 

8 

0.0560 

13 

0.0550 

18 

0.0380 

87 (Hodal Minor) 

0.0610 

89 (Rasta) 

0.0260 

91 (Rasta) 

0.0610 

23/23 

0.0450 

34/ 3 

0.0330 

8 

0.0105 

13 

0.0025 

17 

0.0010 

24 

0.0260 

35/ 4 

0.0620 

7 

0.0835 

14 

0.0935 

17 

0.0935 

24 

0.0685 

44/ 4- 

0.0935 

7 

0.0935 

14 

0.0935 

17 

0.0935 

24 

0.0935 






[wm—■Qr^3(ii)] 


r 


4. 


vroi 3, 2005/VTJC^ 12, 1927 


CHAJJUNAGAR 


45/ 4 


7 

0.0760 

14 

0.0020 

69 (Road) 

0.0200 

61 (Drain) 

0.0255 

8/23 

0.0050 

15/ 3 

0.0735 

8 

0.1015 

13 

0.1015 

18 

0.1015 

23 

0.1015 

18/ 3 

0.1015 

8 

0.1015 

13 

0.1015 

18 

0.1015 

23 

0.1015 

27/ 3 

0.0930 

4 

0.0020 

■7 

0.0450 

8 

0.0585 

13 

0.0255 

14 

0.0865 

17 

0.0960 

24 

0.0860 

30/ 4 

0.1015 

7 

0.1015 

14 

0.0615 

15 

0.0400 

16 

0.1015 

17 

0.0010 

25 

0.1015 

38/10 

0.0110 

11 

0.0855 

20 

0.1015 

21 

0.1015 

39/ 5 

0.1015 

6 

0.0830 

15 

0.0105 

43/ 1 

0.0%0 

2 

0.0010 

9/1 

0.0110 

9/2 

0.0585 

10 

0.0230 

12 

0.1015 

19 

0.1015 

22 

0.0885 

48/ 2 

0.0505 

3 

0.0505 

8 

0.1015 

13 

, 0.1015 
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CHAJJUNAGAR (Contd...) 48/18 0.1015 

23 0.0720 

24 0.0240 

51/ 3 0.0050 

4 0.0965 

7 0.0885 

14 0.1015 

16 0.0040 

17 0.0915 

24 0.0180 

25 0.0835 

56/ 5 0.1015 

6 0.1015 

15 0.0990 

16 0.0330 

55/11 0.0010 

20/1 0.0685 

21 0,1015 

59/ I 0.1015 

10 0.0940 

III (Drain) 0.0810 

126 (Rasta) 0.0130 

304 (Rasta) 0.0055 

305 (Rasta) 0.0130 

ROUNUA 4/10 0.0530 

11 0.0990 

20 0.0990 

21 0.0990 

11/ 1 0.0990 

10 0.0990 

11 0.0870 

12 0.0120 

19 0.0260 

20 0.0500 

21 0.0300 

22 0.0680 

16/ I 0.0070 

2 0.0920 

9 0.0990 

12 0.0990 

19 0.0990 

22 0.0990 

23/ 2 0.0990 

9 0.0990 

12 0.0990 

19 0,0990 

22 0.0990 

28/ 2 0.0580 

9 0,0785 


0 0170 









tvRn—-0^3(11)] 


1 _ 

6 . 


vm'SfnWim: RiAHO, 2005/’1Tr^12, 1927 


ROUNIJA (Contd...) 


KITHWADl 


19 

0.1015 

22 

0.0935 

23 

0.0025 

34 / 2 

0.0690 

3 

0.0125 

8 

0.0500 

9 

0.0170 

13 

0.0740 

18 

0.0860 

23 

0.0710 

48 (Drain) 

0.0010 

49 (Drain) 

0.0030 

53 (Rasta) 

0.0505 

41 / 6 

0.1090 

15 

0.1090 

16 

0.1090 

24 

0.0280 

25 

0.0810 

44 / 4 

0.0990 

5 

0.0100 

7 

0.1015 

14 

0.1015 

15 

0.0025 

16 

0.0180 

17 

0.0585 

24 

0.0155 

25 

0.0510 

58/ 4 

0.0055 

5 

0.0960 

6 

0.1015 

15 

0.1015 

16 

0.1015 

25 

0.1015 

• 63/ 5 

0.1015 

6 

0.1015 

15 

0.1015 

16 

0.1015 

25 

0.1015 

73 / 5 

0.1015 

6 

0.0940 

15 

0.0635 

16 

0.0330 

25 

0.0055 

72/11 

0.0020 

20 

0.0510 

21 

0.0940 

79 / 1 

0.1015 

10 

0.1015 

11 

0.1015 
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_2^__ 3 _4 

KrFHWADI(Contd...) 79/20/1 0.0610 

20/2 0.0410 

21 0.1015 

*5/ 1 0.1015 

10 0.0610 

94 (Hathin Distributary)0.0610 
MANDKAUL 6/ 3 0.0440 

S 0.1165 

13/1 0.0155 

13/2 0.0070 

13 0.0090 

17 0.1190 

24 0.0400 

10/ 5 0.1040 

6/1 0.0240 

6/3 0.0205 

6/4 0.0025 

11/11 0.0620 

20 0.0885 

21 0.0025 

22 0.0180 

1*/ 2 0.0860 

* 0.0040 

9 0.0025 

13 0.0810 

IS/I 0.0100 

284 (Rasta) 0.0185 

SOFTAKA 5/ | 0.1490 

2 0.1189 

6/ 2 0.0070 

3 , 0.0800 

4 0.1340 

5 0.1490 

7 0.0020 

8 0.0680 

9 0.1265 

10 0.1490 

7/ 6 0.1490 

7 0.0580 

HARPHALl 9/24 0.0110 

25 0.0580 

10/21/1 0.0102 

21/2 0.1320 

22 0.1465 

23 0.1465 

24 0.1465 

25 0.1465 

11/21/1 0.1430 

21/2 0.0065 

___ 22/2 0.0180 






iMPTH—■sr*53(ii)] 


ms ^ WT5r: 3, 2005/'1I^T02^1W 


9853 


J_2_ 

10. HARPHALI (Contd...) 


11. SAHARALA 


12. BELA 


3 

4 

11/ 23 

0.0685 

17/ 1 

0.1465 

2 

0.1465 

3 

0.1265 

4 ^ 

0.0860 

5 

0.0405 

18/ 1 

0.0490 

2/1 

0.0580 

2/2 

0.0225 

2/3 

0.0480 

2/4 

0.0I7S 

3 

0.1465 

4 

0.1465 

5 

0.1465 

10 

0.0455 

19/ 5 

0.0150 

6 

0.0740 

7 

0.0885 

86 (Rasta) 

0.0100 

92 (Rasta) 

0.0180 

8/ 14 

0.0870 

IS 

0.0530 

17 

0.0585 

18 

0.0030 

23 

0.0770 

24 

0.0105 

9/ 11 

0,0935 

12 

0.1390 

13 

0.1470 

14 

0.1470 

15 

0.1350 

10/ 11 

0.1400 

12 

0,1290 

13 

0.0510 

14 

0.0260 

16 

0.0535 

17 

0.0125 

11/ 16 

0.1470 

17 

0.1470 

18 

0.1470 

19 

0.1320 

20/1 

0.0330 

20/2 

0.0605 

12/ 18 

0.0570 

19 

0.1065 

20 

C.1470 

22 

0.0025 

23 

0.0225 

77 (Rasta) 

0.0180 

44/ 15 

0.0025 

16 

0.0910 

25 

0.1015 

45/ 5 

0.0470 

46/ 1 

0.0505 

10/1 

00385 

10/2 

0.0635 

11 

0.1015 

20 

0.0910 

19/2 

0.0075 

21 

0,0040 

22/1 

0.0470 

22/2 

0.0370 

63/ 2 

0.1015 

9 

0.1015 

12 

0.0380 

13 

0.0155 

297 (Rasta) 

0.0050 

298 (Rasta) 

0.0050 

299 (Rasta) 

0.0050 


[F.N.R-31015/01 /2005-OR-11] 
Harish Kumar, Under Secretary 
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• 31 W. ^ if 3||C(!^<J0 JRfRf ^ 

W WI^ 1^ ^ xnf^; 

^ M ^ ^ ??? arra ^ 

^ ^ #ici t, M ^ 

PI f, Tjqqk t 3l)il^ qq aibk WI^; 




Ijr3>R. 3k ^ (^ ^ ^ ^ 

ST ' ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 3Tvjf^ ^ ^TRRf ^ 


J ? ^ ^ ^ ^ 4 ft 

^ ftH tn?qen§^ Ikfnj Tsnft ^ kij ^qq^q ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ IllWt. ^ - qfq^ q^^ 

.1001 (?Rqi«i[) c^ feRsia w? ^ 3n?^ ^ ^ ci>j [ j j 
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2 3 


127i2 0.0040 

15/ 8 0.0025 

13 0.0250 

56/14 0.0025 

17 0.0075 

24 0.0100 

58/ 4 0.0305 

7 0.0380 

14 0.0380 

17 0.0260 

89 (^R^) 0.0550 

91 (^Rm) 0.0275 

333 (Wn) 0.0050 

340 0?HRn) 0.0050 

341 (mm) 0.0050 

23/17 0.0225 

18 0.0105 

24/1 0.0510 

34/ 4 0.0610 

7 0.0835 

14 0.0910 

17 0.0925 

24 0.0675 

35/ 4 0.0215 

45/ 7 0.0075 

14 0.0085 

27/ 4 0.0035 

7 0.0135 

18 0.0025 

30/17 0.0015 

38/10 0.0020 

43/ 2 0.0045 

9/1 0.0070 

48/ 9 0.0025 

51/16 0.0060 

55/11 0.0015 

59/11 0.0025 

82 (mm) 0.0055 

126 (^R?n) 0.0025 

150 0?NRn) 0.0130 

294 0?NRn) 0.0055 

305 (mm) 0.0150 

TtPFifT 11/19 0.0080 

28/12/1 0.0030 

12/2 0.0595 

34/ 2 0.0070 

9 0.0330 

12/2 0.0250 

19 0.0075 

_ 48 (^TTcO) 0.0040 








2005/'injT^ 12, 1927 






^Hdl+l 






49(^TTcTl) 
72/ 1 
10 
U 
20 
6/ 3 

7 
14 
25 

10/ 5 
11/10 
11 
19 
22 
18/ 3 

8 

14 

17 
3/22 
6 / 2 

7 

9/23 

24 

25 

11/18 
22/1 
14/ 1 
2 

7 

8 

9 
12 

13 
14/14 
18/ 1 
19/ 6 

87(?RcTI) 
7/16 
8 / 6 
7 

14 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 

9/ 9 

10 

15 


0.0270 

0.0025 

0.0105 

0.0415 

0.0200 

0.0070 

0.0025 

0,0875 

0.0790 

0.0150 

0.0460 

0.0570 

0.0305 

0.1010 

0.0200 

0.1125 

0.0080 

0.1015 

0.0025 

0.0130 

0.0105 

0.0200 

0.0495 

0.0510 

0.0100 

0.1190 

0.0075 

0.0520 

0.0455 

0.0125 

0.1240 

0.0360 

0.1450 

0.0305 

0.0525 

aoi95 

0.0100 

0.0485 

0.0935 

0.0435 

0 . 012 a 

0.0530 

0.0935 

0.1240 

0.0105 

0.0530 

0.0165 

0.0075 

0.0530 

00120 








9860 


11 . 


12 . 


S.O. 

public intere^i 
terminal in 
Haryana and 
Corporation 


And whereas 
pipeline it is 
pressed to bd 


Now, therefoK, 
Petroleum and 
of 1962), the 
therein; 


Any person, i 
days fiom thd 
are made avav< 
therein for 
Authority, Mi 
Limited, Plot Ho 






BER3,2005/BHADRAPADA12,1927 [Part II— Sec 3001 

3 

4 

10/n 

0.0070 

13 

0.0960 

14 

0.1005 

15 

0.0935 

11/11 

0.0530 

12 

0.0150 

12/18 

0.0040 

72 

0.0305 

81 (7R?T1) 

0.0230 

91 (^R?TT) 

0.0075 

8/17 

0.0330 

20 TPjT^T?) 

0.0125 

45/ 5 

0.0035 

46/21 

0.0115 

22/2 

0.0020 

297 (WI) 

0.0025 

298(7RrIT) 

0.0025 

299 (^Rfn) 

0.0025 


^ I -IIJ 

^*TR, 3TcR 

New Delhi, the 29th August, 2005 

^ Government that it is necessary in the 

L products from Manglya (Indore) 

the State of NMhya Pradesh, an extension pipeline to Piyala in the State of 

m Ae NCT of Delhi should be laid by the Bharar Pe^Lm 


It appears to the Central Government Aat for Ae purpose of laying such 
i lard and which ts desenbed in Ae Schedule annexed hereto; 


, in exwiK of powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of Ae 
r. II!l!i'^* P*Pel“es (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 
Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire Ae right of user 


jit^ m Ae land described in Ae said Schedule, may, within twenty one 

^le to Ae public object m writing to Ae acquisition of the right of user 

vine of Ae Apelme under Ae land to Shri LAL SINGH, Competent 

soo'c . ^’^''“on Project, Bharat Petroleum Corooration 

590, Sector 21 A, Fandabad-121001 (Haryana). ^ 


Hying 

irabai 





RAIDHASKA 25/24 

0.1 

43/10 

0. 

19 

0. 

46/ 3 

0. 

67/ 2 

0. 

13 

0. 

24 

0. 

81/16 

0. 

85/10 

0. 

93/ 2 

0. 

97/ 6 

0. 

122 (Drain) 

0. 

123 (Rasta) 

0. 

141 (Rasta) 

0. 

462 (Rasta) 

0. 

RUNDHI 35/21 

0. 

44/ 9 

0. 

50/ 4 

0. 

7 

0. 

15 

0. 

16 

0. 

61/ 2 

0. 

13 

0. 

24 

0. 

66/ 6 

0. 

67/20 

0. 

76/ 2 

0. 

13 

0. 

17 

0. 

24 

0. 

80/ 5 

0. 

6 

0. 

81/11 

0. 

22 

0. 

85/ 8 

0. 

17 

0. 

107 (Rasta) 

0. 

188 (Rasta) 

0. 

179 (Rasta) 

0. 

209 (Rasta) 

0 

210 (Rasta) 

0 

217 (Rasta) 

0 

427 (Rasta) 

0 

428 (Rasta) 

0 

SILAim 12/10 

0 


.0360 


5 

0 


m 
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_2__3__ 4 

SILAUTI (Contd...) 12/12 0.0040 

15/ 8 0.0025 

13 0.0250 

56/14 0.0025 

17 0.0075 

24 0.0100 

58/ 4 0.0305 

7 0.0380 

14 0.0380 

17 0.0260 

89 (Rasta) 0.0550 

91 (Raste) 0.0275 

333 (Rasta) 0.0050 

340 (Rasta) 0.0050 

341 (Rasta) 0.0050 

NANGAL BRAHMAN 23/17 0.0225 

18 0.0105 

24/1 0.0510 

34/ 4 0.0610 

7 0.0835 

14 0.0910 

17 0.0925 

24 0.0675 

35/ 4 0.0215 

45/ 7 0.0075 

14 0.0085 

CHAJJUNAGAR 27/ 4 0.0035 

7 0.0135 

18 0.0025 

30/17 0.0015 

38/10 0.0020 

43/ 2 0.0045 

9/1 0.0070 

48/ 9 0.0025 

51/16 0.0060 

55/11 0.0015 

59/11 0.0025 

82 (Rasta) 0.0055 

126 (Rasta) 0.0025 

150 (Rasta) 0.0130 

294 (Rasta) 0.0055 

305 (Rasta) 0.0150 

11/19 0.0080 

28/ 12/1 0.0030 

12/2 0.0595 

34/ 2 0.0070 

9 0.0330 

12/2 0.0250 

19 0.0075 

48 0.0040 


rounija 








[HFin—^3niS3(ii)] 


3, 2005/WI^ 12, 1927 


1 

2 

3 

4 

6. 

ROUNIJA (Contd...) 

49 (Drain) 

0.0270 

7. 

KITHWADI 

72/ t 

0.0025 



to 

0.0105 



It 

0.0415 



20 

0.0200 

8. 

MANDKAUL 

6/ 3 

0.0070 



7 

0.0025 



t4 

0.0875 



25 

0.0790 



10/ 5 

0.0150 



11 / to 

0.0460 



11 

0.0.t70 



19 

0.0305 



22 

O.lOlO 



IS/ 3 

0.0200 



i 

0.1125 



14 

0.0080 



17 

0.1015 

9. 

SOFTAKA 

3/ 22 

0.0025 



6/ 2 

0.0130 



7 . 

0.0105 

10. 

HARPHALI 

9/ 23 

0.0200 



24 

0.0495 



25 

0 0510 



11/ 18 

0.0100 



22/1 

0.M90 



14/ 1 

0.0075 



2 

0.0520 



7 

0,0455 



8 

0,0125 



9 

0.1240 



12 

0.0360 



13 

0,1450 



14/ 14 

0.0305 



18/ I 

0.0525 



19/ 6 

0.0195 



«87 (Rasta) 

0.0100 

n. 

SAHARALA 

7/ 16 

0.0485 



8/ 6 

0,0935 



7 

0.0435 



14 

0.0120 



18 

0.0530 



19 

0.0935 



20 

0.1240 



21 

0.0105 



22 

0.0530 



23 

0.0165 



9/ 9 

0.0075 



10 

0.0530 



15 

0.0120 



10/ 11 

0.0070 



13 

0.0960 



14 

0.1005 



ts 

0.0935 



11/ 11 

0.0530 



12 

0.0150 



12/ 18 

0.0040 



72 (Rasta) 

0.0305 



81 (Rasta) 

0.0230 



9t (Rasta) 

0.0075 



8/ t7(SaharalaI>iain) 

0.0330 



20 (Saharala Distri.) 

0.0125 

12. 

BELA 

45/ 5 

0.0035 



46/ 21 

0.0115 



22/2 

0.0020 



297 (Rasta) 

0.0025 



298 (Rasta) 

0.0025 



299 (Rasta) 

0.0025 



[F,N.R-31015/01 /2005-OR-II] 
Harish Kumar, Under Secretary 
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9864 






gif.W. 3130.— 

^1 FFrmr <TSErT ^ 
'3?^iR?pr 4 -rtVinp; i 
Xf?> 


^ M rm an^Tzi^ Mct 
m»re*n (x^) ^ Ff^nmr ^ 

TTiffTT^ n T-.T,- 

ir.'T ’ii'r:' gm 

l^wi^ wfpff «nf^j 


t. f^jRTJl 


^ ^ m41uH ^ II? 

jf^ ^ ^ ii, ^ ^ 

yTT^ ^ y^RTR %. vd4<uVf 


3RT: aR 

wfm ^ aifSr?>R ^ 
^ vJ4yi'<l (l) ST7T 
wfFi ^ arfSltm ?PT 


: 3lk ^3^ (^ ^ 

|rN) 3rf8rt^?R 1962 (1962 4^ 50) ^ EIRT 3 

VT I3J, ^ ^ It 

9FfA # aw^ 3||?W ^ ETtw ^ t; 


45^ Cilfckl, ^ 
f^«4)'i aifSRj^ 
^ ^T<TcW ^ 
RUVc3ir^ 

^P?RJ ^ <It rfTcT 
fclTfn^ ‘‘TR? 

TT8f?T-28lOCW 




f^- 


m 


;41 ^ I, ell'll<=1 ^ 

'5^ »!R5!T it ?FSR^ a»l TTWTm 

fi^RRfr I, ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ arj^miR i; 3{iR i; 

V ^ UlfriMt, 5R# WHT 4lj4 dl 4H 
179, f?r?^ ^5^ 

) 2f)l folP^W ^ 3?!^ ^ IFTc^ i 

»3n;* 


M 30 anror, 2005 


■d?#(4 : ^4^ 

f^dl ; ^4^ 

TpSIT : vJtR R^?T 

Jim TTR a? SIR 

IPF^ 5i. 

^I3ri5el ^ 

1 2 

3 

4 

1. 31^ 

319 

0,0072 


360 

0.0160 


377 

0.0500 


379 

0.0960 


316 

0 0520 


368 

0.0144 

2 ^fRl?RT 

162 

0.0072 


133 

0.0288 


48 

0.0040 


50 

0.0150 

3 iT^ 

136 

0,1440 


139 

0.0240 


146 

0.0300 


141 

0.2880 


337 

0,0720 


343 

0.1580 


341 

0.0930 

4 W 

216 

0.0100 

5 

799 

0.0060 



0.0150 


r" 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

^ (RTll,.,) 

701 

0.0080 



675 

0.0080 



, 406 

0.0430 



1282 

0.0080 



1283 

0.0080 



1388 

0.0040 

6 

Ej'I'IN 

266 

0.0220 



451 

0,0080 

7 

#fTT 

273 

0.1080 



275 

0.0080 



588 

0.0150 

8 

ETHT ?TW4R 

17 

0.0080 



28 

0.3240 



31 

0.0360 



32 

0.0250 



141 

0.0650 



151 

0.2450 



152 

0.0650 



187 

0.3600 



188 

0.0360 



160 

0.0440 

9 


19 

0.0650 

10 

yeid ^ 

363 

0.0080 



444 

0.1584 



447 

0.2520 



440 

0.2412 



439 

0.1152 

11 

sRlff 

675 

0.1180 



682 

0.0280 



659 

0.0760 



216 

0.0100 



222 

0.0060 



219 

0.0150 



676 

0.0080 



679 

0.0720 



680 

0.0080 



690 

0.0040 



687 

0.0080 



701 

0.0060 

12 

EJMl ^vJll 

442 

0.0040 



451 

0.1440 



452 

0,0060 



535 

0.1230 








[VFTII—"Sni^SCii)] 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

12 

gRT ^ (wfift..,) 

457 

0.0100 



533 

0.0080 



463 

0.0150 



493 

0.0220 



2Q6 

0.0540 



186 

0.0580 



204 

0.0100 

13 


208 

0.0040 

14 

%3II 

28 

0.0360 



65 

0.0720 



121 

0.0360 



691 

0.0940 



692 

0.0150 



684 

0.0360 ^ 



572 

00360 

15 


34A 

0.0810 

16 


25 

0.0650 



26 

0.0220 

17 

^fPrfg 

83 

0.0070 

,--1 


729 

0.0060 

18 


601 

0.2660 



1044 

0.0550 



1046 

0.0048 



1052 

0.0720 



596 

0-0080 



620 

0.0080 



673 

0.0130 



222 

0.0150 



220 

0.0060 



674 

0,0096 



675 

0.0150 



659 

0.0080 



597 

0.0080 

19 


436 

0.0200 



598 

0.0360 



552 

0.0100 



559 

0.1440 



595 

0.0080 



560 

0.0290 



561 

0.0290 


[^7f03TRD-31015 / 3 / 2005-3^ 3fR. - H ] 

3ra7 IBftW 


New CMM. 30^ Au 9U8(, 2005 

S. O. 3t3>— Wh e mM It appwe to Iht CMilrel Qevemment that 
ItlefieoMMry to Ihe puWc intoreto that tor the transportation of 
pitoolMan iMsducto fwn Marf(^ (tndora) tormtoal in the Sttoe 
of M ad hy a Piadaah, an extenaion pipaitoa to Piyaia in the State 
oTHaryura and Bijwaaafl in the NCT of Detoi should be laid by 
Bharat Petroleum Corpontoion Ltoided; . 

And w to a r ea t it appeaie to the Central Oouamwent that for the 
pu^poaa of toying auch topaltoe it is necetaary to acquire the right 
of user to tond under whieh the said ptoedne is proposed to be 
laid and utoich is described in toe Schedule annexed hereto; 

None ttMAatora, to enarctoe of toe powers conferred by sub 
sedton (I) of sacbon 3 of tfia f totoBla um and Mtoerals Pipelines 
(Aogalallon of Rlfltot of Uaar to UMb Act 1062 (SO of 1962). toe 
Central Go ue mme nt herM>y dectores its intonbon to acquire the 
' light of user therein; 

Any person, interested in the tend described in the said 
Schedule, may, within twenty one deys from the date on which 
coptoseftoe Gazette dtodta containing tois notificatjon are made . 
av aHi bla to the pubtic, to wdtmg to the acquisition of the | 
right of user therein for laying of the pipetoie under the land to | 
Shri Lto Singh, Competwif Aulh^ity, Mumbai-Manglya Pipeline t 
Fx to n a ton PraitoCit. Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, 179, • 
Vishwa taM» Nagar, Mathura - 281(X)4 (Uttar Practosh). 

SCHEDULE I 


Tehsi 

: M^ura District 

; Mathura 

Stale; Uttar Pradesh 

S.No. 

Nane Of Village 

Survey No. 

Area in Hectare 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1 

ARAHERA 

31? ' 

0.0072 



360 

0.0160 



377 

0.0500 



379 

0.0960 



316 

0.0520 


• ■ 

368 

0.0144 

2 

GANESHRA 

162 

0.0072 



133 

0.0288 



48 

0.0040 



50 

0.0150 

3 

MAGHERA 

136 

0.1440 



139 

042240 



146 

00900 



141 

0.:^ 



m 

0.0720 



343 

0.1580 



341 

J00930 

4 

IMSUMMAGAft 

m 

0.0100 

S 


-790 

0.0060 



ao4 

o:oi5o 



701 

0 0080 
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VAATI rConW...) 


DHAN^ON 


BHAINSA 


SHAMSABAD 17 


EKDANTA 
BAMdRI MUHAL 


barAri 


0.0080 

0.0430 

0.0080 

0.0080 

0.0040 

0.0220 

0.0080 

0.1080 

0.0080 

0.0150 

0.0080 

0.3240 

0.0360 

0.0256 

0.065D 

0.2450 

0.0650 

0.3600 

0.0360 

00440 

0.0650 

0.0080 

0.1584 

0.2520 

0.2412 


0.0280 

0.0760 


12 DHANATEJA 
(Contd....) 


13 MUHtUDDINPUR 

14 PILUASADIKPUR 


15 ADUKI 

16 BAKARPUR 

17 NAUGAON' 

18 SATOHAASGARPUR 


0.0080 

0.0150 

0.0220 

0.0540 

0.0580 

0.0100 

0.0040 

0.0360 

0.0720 

0.0360 

0.0940 

0.0150 

0.0360 

0.0360 

0.0810 

0.0650 


0.0070 


0.2660 

0.0550 


0.0080 

0.0080 

0.0130 

0.0150 

0.0060 

0.0096 


0.0060 

0.0150 

0.0080 


19 CHHADGAON 


0.0080 

0.0080 

0.0200 


DHANATEJA 


0.0040 

0.0080 

0.0060 

0.0040 


0.0080 


0.0060 


0.0100 


[F.N. R-31015/3/2005-OR-II] 
HARISH KUMAR, Under Secretary 









[ MFT n--lg^ B3(ti)] _ MM ^ 

M^f^r?^,30 3rM, 2005 

1^, SIT. 3131*—^PR ^ ^ <aPl'fl MTfMRTfM ^ 

^ 3d^ ^ 31^) Sjlilf^. 1962 (1962 ^ 50) (f^ 

^ ^ WmMT ^ ^ 6TR T3^im RT (l) ^ 

31?5tM ^ ^ MM ^3^ ^ 3i^ MTff^ ^ WeTM 

^ ^T.3n. 1023 cn^ 9 mt^. 2005, ^ ^ 

y i vrtH-^ ^ 1 ^ ^ 19 MT^, 200 s ^ M>TftlcT ^ 5 ft, sixi ^ 

^ 3T^ ^ ’Jpt ^ ^ ^ MtM^ (^) 

^ ^ ^ 'Tiywpft ^ 

toRH ?W 3^ ^ ^ ^ Ml5Hcfl5M 

f^^RIR MT-aiM % MM ^StfclMM <wxhI^<iH[ g RT 

f^MR M I $Md l g M ^ «4 )miM ^ ^ 3rt^5f»R ^ 

^ 3TM^ STRPI ^ ^ I 

aft? vJcffT arfSRJMMT ^ vSTMcTT ^ cTTfN5 30 M^, 2005 ^ 

gRT 4t M^ l*ft 1 

aft^ WT ^nf^ ^ 3ri?Jf^ g5t MRT 6 ^ wfRT (i) ^ 

g(^, fix^ 3PP?f ^ ^ ; 

aft? ?R^ % ^ M? ^ M?^. 3ft? M? 

?mWTM ^ ^ M? f^» ’Jpl WM^M ^ ^ 3lftfSrcT t, 
^ ^3MMtM ^ 3lfSra5R ^ 3?^ ^ ^ ^ 1 

3Rr 3R, ?R^?, 3rf2jf5tjpT gfl MRI 6 ^ WfRT (l) SRI 

mtt gif^M f s>T y^ft^r si?^ iq, M? ^it?Rn SRift t Tm srt^Rj^ 
^ ?icM 31^^ ^ I f^p l f^ g M?T »jf*t MT5W5M ^ 
vjq^tM ^ srf^RJR S>r 3r^M f^lMT 'flmi ^ i 

aft? ?R5>R UiRI 3d^tf^ ^ MRT 6 gft ^J^MRI (4) SRI ^I^ 
^ iTOtn sRit M? M ft »jPt ^ 
arf^SIR ^ ^ftiflMI ^ H2PRIM gft Sit ?T?SIR ^f 
^ s5t ssmj, ?nft fftcRMMt ^ gS5I. MRS 

*5^ 


MM TRIMS : fd<i*^ 3, 2005 /Mi^h< 12, 1927 


Sg^ftR ■ M^ 

S>M ?i. MIM S>I MI»t 


filRT : M^ 
Tift M. 

_3_ 

115 

116 
118 

119 
160 
122 

120 
222 
226 
22tf 
221 
227 
237 


?|m 41 : 'STix Hftn 
tftWoI fts^SX ft 

4 _ 

0.OS10 

0.2680 

0.0230 

0.0800 

0.0360 

0.0110 

0.0890 

0.1560 

0.0160 

0.0120 

0.0440 

0.0300 

0.0940 


± _ 2 

1 3Rt?T (snft...) 


2 M^ftsi?! 


3 Mft?I 


4 MT^RM? 


5 Sltft 


239 

0.0080 

213 

0.1440 

212 

0.1800 

242 

0.0150 

317 

0.0400 

241 

0.0100 

316 

0.0200 

•315 

0.0120 

314 

0.4470 

361 

0.0100 

362 

0.1520 

363 

0.3030 

364 

0.0650 

372 

0.3080 

369 

0.0120 

375 

0.1440 

374 

0.0080 

40 

0.1010 

39 

0.0720 

42 

0.0150 ; 

47 

0.3320 

46 

0.2740 

132 

0.4400 

141 

0.1010 

159 

0.2960 

157 

0.0220 

158 

0.2310 

161 

0.1300 

163 

0.0150 

136 

0.0720 

137 

0.3600 

138 

0.3240 

145 

0.1080 

337 

0.1440 

338 

0.3960 

340 

0.0360 

343 

0.0940 

341 

0.0510 

336 

0.0080 

131 

0.1800 

227 

0.1230 

224 

0.0450 

162 

0.0510 

170 

0.2520 

171 

0.3600 

172 

0.0510 

225 

0.0150 

226 

0.1370 

228 

0.0870 

794 

0.0360 

798 

0.0060 

796 

0.1370 

797 

0.0290 

813 

0.0080 

806 

0.2160 

807 

0 0200 
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3 

700 

0,2740 

699 

0.1300 

704 

0.0080 

698 

0.0360 

702 

0.1440 

679 

0.0150 

678 

0.1230 

677 

0.0870 

676 

0,0800 

652 

0.0080 

632 

0.0440 

633 

0,3390 

628 

0.0150 

618 

0.3680 

617 

0.0290 

608 

0.0080 

607 

0,0150 

606 

0.0290 

447 

0.1010 

446 

0.0940 

445 

0.0870 

444 

0.1O1O 

443 

0.0870 

436 

0.0080 

431 

0.0220 

430 

0,1590 

429 

0,1950 

428 

0.0080 

426 

0.0440 

423 

0.0080 

421 

0.1300 

422 

0.0150 

399 

0,1370 

398 

0.0080 

397 

0.0360 

402 

0.0150 

1169 

0.0220 

1166 

0.0780 

1170 

0.0440 

1167 

0.0150 

1164 

0.2090 

1165 

0.0200 

1162 

0.0800 

1161 

0.0080 

1124 

0.0870 

1125 

0.0020 

1123 

0.1080 

1122 

0.0030 

1121 

0.0080 

1120 

0.0510 

1119 

0.0080 

1229 

0.0150 

1273 

0.0360 

1274 

0.0080 

1279 

0.0220 

1278 

0.0650 


2 


rTH# 




3 


1277 

0.0800 

1276 

0.0440 

1275 

0,0800 

1339 

0,0100 

1343 

0.1590 

1340 

0.2160 

1379 

0.0100 

1338 

0,0230 

1337 

0.0080 

1380 

0.0650 

1381 

0.0720 

1382 

0.0290 

1383 

0.0050 

1386 

0.0150 

1387 

0.1590 

1376 

0.0080 

1404 

0.0720 

1405 

0.0020 

1409 

0.0080 

1410 

0.0540 

1411 

0.0800 

1412 

0.0870 

1413 

0.0080 

1419 

0.0080 

1421 

0.0800 

1422 

0.0510 

1426 

0.0080 

1427 

0.0870 

98 

0.1160 

99 

0.0940 

100 

0.0450 

452 

0.2310 

453 

0.1800 

454 

0.1950 

456 

0.1660 

455 

0.0150 

457 

0.0060 

449 A 

0.3240 

449 B 

0.0180 

435 

0.0490 

269 

0.2240 

268 

0.1440 

265 

0.0200 

263 

0.2380 

262 

0.0510 

261 

0.0340 

260 

0.2740 

245 

0.0360 

200 

0.0130 

197 

0.0360 

199 

0.0120 

202 

0.1950 

196 

0.0720 

195 

0.2160 

194 

0.0070 

167 

0.0130 






[WII—Tsr^3(ii)] 


TO ^ TTSm : tWTRR 3, 2005/MK^ 12, 1927 


9869 


1 

2 

3 

4 

7 

SPFM ('Jll’?),..) 

166 

0,1950 



165 

0.1590 



158 

0.0100 



154 

0.0720 



155 

0.2090 



149 

0.0200 



147 

0.1950 



146 

0.1440 



144 

0.0780 



116 

0,2670 



145 

0.0220 



136 

0.0220 



133 

0.2090 



132 

0.0010 



131 

0.0230 



126 

0.2160 



125 

0.2160 

8 


184 

0.2890 



175 

0.1080 



174 

0.0100 



173 

0.2810 



166 

0.0100 



164 

0.1650 



207 

0.0050 



206 

0.3320 



205 

0.2160 



203 

0.1010 



67 

0.3530 



66 

0.1680 



12 

0.0260 



8 

0.1080 



165 

0.0010 



210 

0.0200 



166 

0.0080 



68 

0.0020' 

9 


1 

0.3600 



2 

0.0080 



3 

0.0080 



639 

0.0870 



630 

0.0360 



616 

0.0020 



611 

0.2160 



610 

0.0080 



609 

0.0080 



607 

0.1660 



635 

0.0150 



636 

0.0080 




0.0870 



633 

0.0080 



629 

0.1800 



623 

0.0120 



569 

0.0080 



525 

0.0290 



524 

0.1730 



523 

0.0080 



522 

0.2310 


1 2 

3 

4 

9 ^ (^...) 

552 

0.0020 


551 

0.0720 


550 

0.1080 


517 

0.0220 


511 

0.0220 


444 

0.2520 


440 

0.0080 


443 

0.0510 


305 

0.1730 


276 

0.1250 


274 

0.1080 


272 

0.0650 


270 

0.1440 


259 

0.0580 


258 

0.0250 


200 

0.0080 


144 

0.0100 


143 

0.1800 


142 

0.1152 


73 

0.0120 


74 

0.0100 


513 

0;i520 


512 

0.3390 


510 

0.3240 


439 

0.0080 


277 

0.0080 


268 

0.0080 


269 

0.0080 


199 

0.0360 


156 

0.0510 


155 

0.0740 


154 

0.0800 


145 

0.0080 


136 

0.0080 


132 

0.2880 


74 

0.0090 


134 

0.0080 


133 

0.0080 


75 

0.2360 


59 

0.2240 


105 

0.0080 


107 

0.0120 


71 

0.0080 


58 

0.0080 


57 

0.2520 ‘ 


55 

0.1080 


41 

0.0080 


33 

0.0510 


■ 34 

0.1160 


35 

0.0720 


36 

0.0230 

10 8IHRPRTRT? 

185 

0.0940 


184 

0.0200 


150 

0.0360 


27 

0.2070 


23 

0.0800 


15 

0.2880 
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1 

2 

3 

4 1 2 

3 

4 

11 


10 

0.0180 14 («rrtl...) 

497 

0.0720 



11 

0.0580 

494 

0.0080 



12 

0.0360 

534 

0.0260 



14 

0.0650 

151 

0.0720 



18 

0.2220 

496 

0.0020 



17 

0.0010 

498 

0.0220 



3 

0.2190 

536 

0.0080 



4 

0.0080 

537 

0.0150 



8 

0.0250 

450 

0.0080 



9 

0.1160 

449 

0.0880 

12 


378 

0.0216 

448 

0.0360 



405 

0.0648 

444 

0.1800 



404 

0.0864 

443 

0.1080 



403 

0.1296 15 

199 

0.0780 



402 

0.0080 

200 

0.0640 



398 

0.0040 

203 

0.0690 



399 

0.0040 

202 

0.0790 



445 

0.0100 

209 

0.0130 



367 

0.0936 

210 

0.0470 

13 


207 

0.0120 

212 

0.0670 



208 

0.0460' 

214 

0.0650 



209 

0.0720 

215 

0.0240 



210 

0.0870 

216 

0.0340 



211 

0.0700 

222 

0.4350 



212 

0.0080 

221 

0.0710 



213 

0.1310 16 

29 

0.2240 



217 

0.0480 

76 

0.2380 



214 

0,0600 

70 

0.0360 



215 

0.0080 

66 

0,1240 



220 

0.0800 

30 

0.1440 



221 

0.0360 

63 

0.2240 



218 

0.2960 

61 

0.0100 



675 

0.0400 

120 

0.2020 



677 

0.0782 

122 

0.1670 



682 

0.0080 

124 

0.0120 



663 

0.0130 

200 

0.0150 



689 

0.0150 

203 

0.1140 



688 

0.0800 

201 

0.2370 



686 

0.0360 

197 

0.0800 



685 

0.0080 

158 

0.0250 

14 

ym^uii 

165 

0.0140 

156 

0.0080 



166 

0.0100 

157 

0.0720 



171 

0.0010 

164 

0.1560 



172 

0.1250 

163 

0.0360 



173 

0.0090 

356 

0.0170 



174 

0.0070 

685 

0.0120 



180- 

0.0080 

501 

0.2300 



181 

0.0050 

502 

0.2300 



182 

0.1600 

497 

0.0120 



184 

0.0720 

493 

0.0850 



185 

0.0150 

494 

0.0080 



186 

0.0080 

482 

0.0870 



187 

0.0060 

508 

0.0010 



207 

0.0500 

509 

0.1160 



205 

0.0880 

468 

0.0150 



_^5 

0.3860 

467 

0.2170 











3, 2005/»fliri512, 1927 


8871 

- ... 

1 2 

3 

4 1 2 

3 

4 

16 %3IT^fnftW5T 

522 

0.2380 20 

1350 

ai584 


528 

0.1340 

1349 

0.0144 


587 

0.0970 

1348 

00860 


529 

0.2510 

1312 

0.0936 


586 

0.1310 

1286 

0.0144 


570 

0.0720 

1287 

0.0144 


571 

0.0720 

1307 

0.0385 


573 

0.3380 

1306 

0.2376 


574 

0.2810 

1305 

0.0144 


575 

0.0520 

1304 

0.0792 


583 

0.0580 

1262 

0.0390 


586 

0.0440 

1263 

0.0100 


492 

0.0290 A 

1277 

0.2880 


530 

0.0030 

1278 

0.0576 


491A 

0.1100 

1279 

0.0100 


491 B 

0.0020 

1285 

% 0.0360 

17 31^ 

175 

0.2270 

1284 

0.2016 


173 

0.0710 

1283 

0.0050 


172 

0.2380 ^ 

1017 

0.2304 


131 

0.0820 

1018 

0.0650 


130 

0.0360 

.1030 

0.0144 


72 

0.0960 

1036 

0.3888 


67 

0.3030 

1035 

0.0080 


88 

0.6360 

1033 

0.0060 


65 

0.4540 

1034 

0.2448 


171 

0.0290 

1037 

0.1000 


71 

0.0440 

1039 

0.0120 


70 

0.0650 

1044 

0.0144 


32 

0.3240 

1042 

0.0480 


33 

0.0650 

1043 

0.1872 


34 

0.3030 

1045 

0.3456 

18 

56 

- 0.0180 

1046 

0.1584 

19 

64 

0.1230 

1048 

0.0140 


150 

0.1370 

1050 

0.0100 


182 

0.0150 

1049 

0.2304 


8 

0.2240 

1079 

0.0110 


188 

ososeo 

752 

0.1800 


91 

^.0440 

733 

0.0072 


143 

0.0650 

728 

0.1152 


33 

0.0720 

727 

0.0648 


136 

0.0150 

726 

0.0648 


137 

0.0940 

725 

0.1584 


150 

0.0870 

723 

0.0072 


74 

0.0290 

720 

0.0240 


8 

0.3600 

715 

0.0288 


150 

0.3400 

713 

0.0090 


100 

0.0150 

719 

0.0960 


101 

0.2310 21 

715 

0.2740 


96 

0.3240 

716 

0.0140 


84 

0.0290 

730 

0.3030 

20 4^ 

1506 

0.0072 

731 

0.0260 


1464 

0.0792 

732 

0.4900 


1483 

0.0090 

668 

0.0310 

✓ 

1482 

0.0060 

215 

0.3750 


1481 

0.3888 

206 

0.0420 


1351 

0.0576 

231 

0.1290 
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1 

2 


3 

4 

1 

2 

3 


21 


u 

232 

0.1080 

22 

3RrT^ 794 

0.0110 




233 

0.0190 



217 

0.0360 




203 

0.0240 



728 

0.0360 




184 

0.4610 



755 

0.0360 




32 

0.0720 



756 

0.0360 




81 

0.6120 



757 

0.0290 




79 

0.2090 



807 

0.0830 




78 

0.0080 

23 


652 

0.1900 




65 

0.0440 



653 

0.1140 




207 

0.0090 



654 

0.1880 




77 

0.0590 



642 

0.3950 




13 

0.0650 



637 

0.0170 




12 

0.0220 



641 

0.2500 

22 



125 

0.0080 



639 

0.3530 

■fKilsi arof 


1043 

0.0580 



597 

0.1230 




1045 

0.1010 



550 

0.0960 




1053 

0.0870 



551 

0.2670 




176 

0.0110 



554 (C/T) 

0.0110 




600 

0.0220 



‘553 

0.2350 




628 

0.0510 



638 

0.1080 




655 

0.0400 



555 

0.2380 




656 

0.0370 



556 

0.0870 




657 

0.0360 



558 

0.0230 




658 

0.0530 



557 

0.0940 




660 

0.2130 



447 

0.0220 




666 

0.3600 



401 

0.0270 




669 

0.0120 



440 

0.1950 




671 

0.0800 



441 

0.0170 




219 

0.0420 



444 

0.0440 




1042 

0.0720 



442 

0.1590 




1050 

0.1250 



443 

0.2020 




601 

0.0220 



435 

0.2340 




621 

0.0150 



431 

0.3930 




627 

0.2160 



564 

0.2810 




648 

0.1010 



445 

0.0150 




649 

0.0150 



434 

0.0130 




654 

0.0080 



436 

0.0080 




672 

0.1440 

24 


136 

0.1730 




221 

0.0220 



137 

0.1370 




218 

0.0440 



144/2 

0.0440 




216 

0.0280 



144/1 

0.0940 




162 

0.2550 



143 

0.0100 




748 

0.0330 



145 

0.2740 




754 

0.1010 



110 

0.0220 




758 

•0.0720 



109 

0.2380 




759 

0.0260 



146 

0.0230 




780 

0.0330 



108 

0.0220 




761 

0.0380 



107 

0.1500 




762 

0.0670 



102 

0.0090 




813 

0.0110 



149 

0.1730 








150 

0.0500 




806 

0.0830 



152 

0.5910 




808 

0.0830 



189 

0.0510 




799 

0.0710 



166 

n mnn 
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4 2 3 

4 

25 ^ 411 

0.1260 

825 

0.1130 

943 

0.0680 

216 

0.0180 

1^49 

0.0200 

412 

0.1470 

1156 

0.0510 

221 

0.0320 

354 

0.2480 

202/1 

0.0100 

452 

0.1690 

1122 

0.0230 

1189 

0.0610 

337 

0.3060 

179 

0.0040 

1245 

0.2580 

186 

0.0280 

668 

0.0380 

867 

0.0970 

948 

0.1470 

189/1 

0.0330 

127 

0.0510 

1250 

0.0100 

1186 

0.1110 

162/2 

0.0180 

1186 

0.0710 

1294 

0.1830 

904 

0.0180 

727 

0.2270 

144/2 

0.0220 

' 727 

0.1190 

147/3 

<0.0080 

124 

0.0800 

289 

0.0200 

147/2 

0.0150 

1177 

0.3030 

263 

0.0050 

148 

0.0080 

147 

0.0200 

117 

0.0330 

1164 

0.2290, 

141 

0.0290'^ 

1175 

0.0080 

950 

0.2190 

1258 

0.0030 

1297 

0.0100 

1296 * 

0.0030 

174 

0.0800 
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New Delhi, the 30th August, 2005 

S. O. 3131.—Whocas by a clotiScatiM of the Government of 
India in the Minishy of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.0.1t)23, 
dated the 9* March, 2005, issued under sub-section (1) of section 

3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisiticm ofRightofUser 
in Land) Act, 1962 (SO of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) 
publidied in the Gantte of India dat^ the 19* March, 2005, the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the 
land, qiecifted in the Schedule ^rpended to that notification for the pur- 
poset^kymg an extension pipeUne fcvtiansportatim of petroleum prod¬ 
ucts through Mumbiu-Man^y^ pipeline Extension Project from Man^ya 
(Indore) terminal in the State of Madhya Pradesh to Piyala in the Slate 
' of Haryana and Bijwasan in the NCT of Delhi by Bharat Petroleum 
Corporation Limited; 

And wbereasdte copies of thesaid Gazette notification wete made avail¬ 
able to the public on the 30* M^, 2005; 

And whmas the competent authori^ has, under sub-section (I) of sec¬ 
tion 6 of die said Act, submitted report to the Central Govnnment; 

And whereas die Central OovniimMnt, after considering the said report 
and on being satisfied that the aid land is required for laying the pipe¬ 
line, has decided to acquire gie right of user therdn; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) 
of section 6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that 
the ri^ of user in the said land, specified in the Schedule, appended to 
this notification, is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the 
right of user in the said land ftir laying the pipeline shall, instead of 
ve^g m the Central Government, vest on the date ofthe publication of 
this declaration, in Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, free ftom all 
encumbiuicts. 

$CHBDUU! 

TehsH: Mathura Diatrict: Mathura State: Uttar Pradesh 


S.No.' Name Of Village 

Survey No. 

Area in Hectare 

1 2 ' 

3 

4 

1 ARAHERA 

115 

0.0510 


116 

0.2680 


118 

0.0230 


119 

0.0800 * 


160 

0.0360 


122 

0.0110 


120 

0.0890 


222 

0.1560 


226 

0.0180 


228 

0.0120 


221 

0.0440 


227 

0.0300 


237 

00940 


239 

0.0080 








9874 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: SEPTEMBER 3, 2005/BHADRAPADA 12,1927 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 



1 ARAHERA(Contd...) 213 0.1440 

212 0.1600 

242 0.0150 

317 0.0400 

241 0.0100 

316 0.0200 

315 0.0120 

314 0.4470 

361 0.0100 

362 0.1520 

363 0.3030 

364 0.0650 

372 0.3080 

366 0.0120 

375 0.1440 

374 0.0080 

2 GAMES HRA 40 0.1010 

39 0.0720 

42 0.0150 

47 0.3320 

46 0.2740 

132 0.4400 

141 0.1010 

150 0.2960 

157 0.0220 

155 0.2310 

161 0.1300 

' 163 0.0150 

3 MAOHERA 136 0.0720 

137 0.3800 

138 0.3240 

145 0.1080 

337 0.1440 

338 0.3960 

340 . 0.0360 

343 0.0940 

341 0.0510 

336' ' 0.0080 

131 0.1800 

MASUMfjAGAR 227 0.1230 

224 0.0450 

162 0.0510 

170 0.2520 

171 0.3600 

172 0.0510 

225 0.0150 

226 0.1370 

228 0.0870 

794 0.0360 

798 0.0080 

796 0.1370 

797 0.0290 

813 0.0080 

806 0.2160 

807 0.0200 

TOO 0.2740 


5 VAATI (Contd.) 699 0.1300 

704 0.0080 

698 0.0360 

702 0.1440 

879 0.0150 

878 0.1230 

877 0.0870 

876 0.0800 

652 0.0080 

632 0.0440 

633 0.3390 

628 0.0150 

618 0.3660 

617 0.0290 

608 0.0080 

607 0.0150 

606 0.0290 

447 0.1010 

446 0.0940 

445 0.0870 

444 0.1010 

443 0.0870 

436 0.0080 

431 0.0220 

430 0.1590 

429 0.1950 

428 0.0080 

426 0.0440 

423 0.0080 

421 0.1300 

422 0.0150 

399 0.1370 

398 0.0080 

397 0.0360 

402 0.0150 

1169 0.0220 

1168 0.0780 

, 1170 0.0440 

1167 0.0150 

1164 0.2090 

1165 0.0200 

1162 0.0800 

1161 0.0080 

1124 0.0870 

1125 0.0020 

1123 0.1080 

1122 0.0030 

1121 0.0080 

1120 0.0510 

1119 0.0080 

1229 0.0150 

1273 0.0360 

1274 0,0080 

1279 0.0220 

1278 0.0650 

1277 0.0800 


VAATI 
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1 2 3 

4 

6 VAATI (Contd.) 1276 

0.0440 

1275 

0.0800 

1339 

0.0100 

1343 

0.1590 

1340 

0.2160 

1379 

0.0100 

1338 

0.0230 

1337 

0.0080 

1380 

0.0650 

1381 

0.0720 

1382 

0.0290 

1383 

0.0050 

1386 

0.0150 

1387 

0.1590 

1376 

0.0080 

1404 

0.0720 

1405 

0.0020 

1409 

0.0080 

1410 

0.0540 

1411 

0.0800 

1412 

0.0870 

1413 

0.0080 

1419 

0.0080 

1421 

0.0800 

1422 

0.0510 

1426 

0.0080 

1427 

0.0870 

6 TARSI 98 

0.1160 

99 

0.0940 

100 

0.0450 

7 DHANGAON 452 

0.2310 

453 

0.1800 ’ 

' 454 

0.1950 

456 

0.1660 

455 

0.0150 

457 

0.0060 

449 A 

0.3240 

449 B 

0.0180 

435 

0.0490 

269 

0.2240 

268 

• 0.1440 

265 

0.0200 

263 

0.2380 

262 

0.0510 

261 

0.0340 

260 

0.2740 

245 

0.0360 

200 

0.0130 

197 

0.0360 

199 

0.0120 

202 

0.1950 

196 

0.0720 

195 

0.2160 

194 

0.0070 

167 

0.0130 

166 

0.1950 


1 _ 2 

7 DHANGAON 

(Contd.) 


8 SALEMPUR 


9 BHAINSA 


3 

4 

165 

0.1590 

158 

0.0100 

154 

0.0720 

155 

0.2090 

149 

0.0200 

147 

0.1950 

146 

0.1440 

144 

0.0780 

116 

0.2670 

145 

0.0220 

136 

0.0220 

133 

0.2090 

132 

0.0010 

131 

0.0230 

126 

0.2160 

125 

0.2160 

184 

0.2890 

175 

0.1080 

174 

0.0100 

173 

0.2810 

166 

0.0100 

164 

0.1650 

207 

0.0050 

206 

0.3320 

205 

0.2160 

203 

0.1010 

67 

0.3530 

66 

0.1680 

12 

0.0260 

8 

0.1080 

165 

0.0010 

210 

0.0200 

186 

0.0080 

68 

0.0020 

1 

0.3600 

2 

0.0080 

3 

0.0080 

639 

0.0870 

630 

0.0360 

616 

0.0020 

611 

0.2160 

610 

0.0080 

809 

0.0080 

607 

0.1660 

635 

0.0150 

636 

0.0080 

634 

0.0870 

633 

0.0080 

629 

0.1800 

623 

0.0120 

589 

0?0080 

525 

0.0290 

524 

0.1730 

523 

0.0080 

522 

0.2310 

552 

0.0020 
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14 DHANATEJA 
(Contd.) 


15 MUHIUDDINPUR 


16 PILUASADIKPUR 


497 

0.0720 

494 

0.0080 

534* 

0.0260 

151 

0.0720 

496 

0.0020 

498 

0.0220 

536 

0.0080 

537 

0.0150 

450 

0.0080 

449 

0.0880 

448 

0.0360 

444 

0.1800 

443 

0.1080 

199 

0.0780 

200 

0.0640 

203 

0.0690 

2m 

0.0790 

209 

0.0130 

210 

0.0470 

212 

0.0670 

214 

0.0650 

215 

0.0240 

216 

0.0340 

222 

0.4350 

221 

0.0710 

29 

0.2240 

76 

0.2380 

70 

0.0380 

66 

0.1240 

30 

0.1440 

63 

0.2240 

61 

0.0100 

120 

0.2020 

122 

0.1670 

124 

0.0120 

200 

0.0150 

203 

0.1140 

201 

0.2370 

197 

0.0800 

158 

0.0250 

156 

0.0080 

157 

0,0720 

164 

0.1560 

163 

0.0360 

356 

0.0170 

685 

0.0120 

501 

0.2300 

502 

0.2300 

497 

0.0120 

493 

0.0850 

494 

0.0080 

482 

0.0870 

508 

0.0010 

509 

0.1160 

468 

0.0150 

467 



16 PILUASADIKPUR 
(Contd.) • 


17 ADUKI 


18 BAKARPUR 

19 KHEDiA 


20 MAHOLi 


522 

0.2380 

528 

0.1340 

567 

0.0970 

529 

0.2510 

586 

0.1310 

570 

0.0720 

571 

0.0720 

573 

0.3380 

574 

0.2810 

575 

0.0520 

583 

0.0580 

586 

0.0440 

492 

0.0200 

530 

0.0030 

491A 

0.1100 

491 B 

0.0020 

175 

0.2270 

173 

0.0710 

172 

0.2380 

131 

0.0820 

130 

0.0360 

72 

0.0960 

67 

0.3030 

68 

0.6360 

65 

0.4540 

171 

0.0290 

71 

0.0440 

70 

0.0650 

32 

0.3240 

33 

0.0650 

34 

0.3030 

58 

0.0180 

64 

0.1230 

150 

0.1370 

182 

0.0150 

8 

0.2240 

168 

0.0360 

91 

0.0440 

]43 

0.0650 

33 

0.0720 

136 

0.0150 

137 

0.0940 

ISO 

0.0870 

74 

0.0290 

8 

0.3600 

150 

0.3400 

100 

0.0150 

101 

0.2310 

96 

0.3240 

64 

0.0290 

1506 

0.0072 

1484 

0.0792 

1483 

0.0090 

1482 

0.0060 
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THE 


1 


20 MAHOLI (Con^d .) 1481 

1351 
1350 
1349 
1348 
1312 
1286 
1287 
1307 
1306 
1305 
1304 
1262 
1263 

1277 

1278 

1279 
1285 
1284 
1283 

^ 017 
1018 
1030 

1036 
1035 

1033 

1034 

1037 
1039 

1044 

1042 

1043 

1045 

1046 

1048 
1050 

1049 
1079 
752 
733 
728 
727 
726 ■ 
725 
723 
720 
715 
713 
719 

715 

716 

730 

731 

732 


0.3888 

0.0576 

0.1584 

0.0144 

0.0660 

0.0936 

0.0144 

0.0144 

0.0385- 

0.2376 

0.0144 

0.0792 

0.0390 

0.0100 

0.2880 

0.0576 

0.0100 

0.0380 

0.2016 

0.0050 

0.2304 

0.0850 

0.0144 

0.3888 

0.0080 

0.0060 

0.2448 

0.1000 

0.0120 

0.0144 

0.0480 

0.1872 

0.3456 

0.1584 

0.0140 

0.0100 

0.2304 

0.0110 

0.1800 

0,0072 

0.1152 

0.0648 

0.0648 

0.1584 

0.0072 

0.0240 

0.0288 

0.0090 

0.0960 

0.2740 

0.0140 

0.3030 

0.0260 

0.4900 



2 3 

4 

21 

NAUGAON 668 

0.0310 


(Contd.) 215 

0.3750 


206 

0.0420 


231 

0.1290 


232 

0.1080 


233 

0.0190 


203 

0.0240 


184 

0.4610 


82 

0.0720 


81 

0,6120 


79 

0.2090 


78 

0.0080 


65 

0.0440 


207 

0.0090 


77 

0.0590 


13 

0.0650 


12 

0.0220 


125 

0.0080 

22 

SATOHAASGARPUR 1043 

0.0580 


1045 

0.1010 


1053 

0.0870 


176 

0.0110 


600 

0.0220 


628 

0.0510 


655 

0.0400 


656 

0.0370 


657 

0.0360 


658 

0.0530 


660 

0.2130 


668 

0.3600 


669 

0.0120 


671 

0.0800 


219 

0.0420 


1042 

0.0720 


1050 

0.1250 


601 

0.0220 


621 

0.0150 


627 

0.2160 


648 

0.1010 


649 

0.0150 


654 

0.0080 


672 

0.1440 


221 

0.0220 


218 

0.0440 


216 

0.0280 


192 

0.2550 


748 

0,0330 


754 

0.1010 


758 

0.0720 


759 

0.0260 


760 

0.0330 


761 

0.0380 


762 

0 0670 

- 

813 

0.0110 


21 NAUGAON 
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2 3 

4 

SATOHAASGARPUR 806 

0.0830 

(Contd.) 808 

0.0830 

799 

0.0710 

794 

0.0110 

217 

0.0360 

728 

0.0360 

755 

0.0360 

756 

0.0360 

757 

0.0290 

807 

0.0630 

CHHADGAON 652 

0.1900 

653 

0.1140 

654 

0.1880 

642 

0.3950 

637 

0.0170 

641 

0.2500 

639 

0.3530 

597 

0.1230 

550 

0.0960 

551 

0.2670 

554 (C/T) 

0.0110 

553 

0.2350 

638 

0.1080 

555 

0.2380 

556 

0.0870 

558 

0.0230 

557 

0.0940 

447 

0.0220 

401 

0.0270 

440 

0.1950 

441 

0.0170 

444 

0.0440 

442 

0.1590 

443 

0.2020 

435 

0.2340 

431 

0.3930 

564 

0.2810 

445 

0.0150 

434 

0.0130 

436 

0.0080 

AOL 136 

0.1730 

137 

0.1370 

144/2 

0.0440 

144/1 

0.0940 

143 

0.0100 

145 

0.2740 

110 

0.0220 

109 

0.2380 

146 

0.0230 

108 

0.0220 

107 

0.1500 

102 

0.0090 

149 

0.1730 

150 

0.0500 


1 

2 

3 

4 

24 

AOL (Contd.) 

152 

0.5910 



189 

0.0510 



166 

0.1800 

25 

JAIT 

411 

0.1260 



825 

0.1130 



943 

0.0680 



216 

0.0180 



1249 

0.0200 



412 

0.1470 



1156 

0.0510 



221 

0.0320 



354 

0.2480 



202/1 

0.0100 



452 

0.1690 



1122 

0.0230 



1189 

0.0610 



337 

0.3060 



179 

0.0040 



1245 

0.2580 



188 

0.0280 



668 

0.0380 



667 

0.0970 



948 

0.1470 



189/1 

0.0330 



127 

0.0510 



1250 

0.0100 



1186 

0.1110 



162/2 

0.0180 



1186 

0.0710 



1294 

0.1830 



904 

0.0180 



727 

0.2270 



144C 

0.0220 



727 

0.1190 



147/3 

0.0080 



12^1 

0.0800 



2b. 

0,0200 



147/2 

0.0150 



1177 

0.3030 



263 

0.0050 



148 

0.0080 



147 

0.0200 



117 

0.0330 



1164 

0.2290 



141 

0.0290 



1175 

0.0080 



950 

0.2190 



1258 

0.0030 



1297 

0.0100 



1298 

0.0030 



174 

0.0800 


[F.N. R-3I0I5/3/20O5'OR-ll] 
HARISH KUMAR, Under Secretary 


2498 Gl/2005—17 
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^ ^ ^ ?TF arWfZT^ 31 ^ 3iTt??T^ v 3 t?w^ 

R)5H<?II5'^ f^VI^ ^ ^ M’rtliq t, \dM4^J| ^ 3T15J*W ^ 

^ WTeTT^ (^ A ^ a#m>N ^ 3T3^^) arf ^ f ^jjH 1952 (1962 ^ 50) ^ 
^ ^ IftVl ^ ^ ^ 3?t2lcbN ^ 3Kif^ ^ 3W^ 3?T?RT 


V 


^ vJ<Tcf| 

^Hram vJR?iT ^ 
3 #^ ^ 31^ 




fr- 


^ fqc^X 30 37^7^^ 2005 




^ ^ sm^ ycftcT ^ f% Tiea it ttpt^ 5^^ 

t^ ypsglJT 3fRRIT;fr m A fSfyWTFR cf^ ^ ^ ^TRcT 

n i\f U ieu^l^*J F^LJII^ .*j l-fV ^ ii f^ nr* 


^ f^fTsT^ t, ^ cTTfRJ ^ fyRR^ fTT arf^^^HI ^ ’IRcr ^ ^ yf^ 

^ 3^ f^T ^ ^ ^ ^ m^Ud l ^H ftrw? yrA ^ V37T^ ^yz^ry ^ 

’ g^-^TFT^ WTen?^ f^ yf^TffVSRT, ^TRcT- 

-105, fq?R, aciq^, wci — 324005 (^«t'<«rpT) ^ fcTfecT 7?nT it ansty ‘TT^yr I 






ym 


m ym 


WTW 


2 


4>i4)^k 


3?^ 


f^etl »lci __ ^fw?7 ; <{ju|'<«lH 



it 


3 

4 


749 

0.0360 


750 

0.0650 


746 

0.1230 


747 

0.1730 


744 

0.3100 


745/859 

0.1370 


742 

0.2170 


743 

0.2100 


741 

0.0290 


740 

0.0080 


730 

0.2740 


728 

0.1370 


727 

0.0360 


720 

0.2520 


721 

0.2810 


717 

D.0220 


714 

0.2900 


716 

0.0080 


715 

0.1520 


687 

0.2020 


605 

0.1450 


686 

0.1010 


618 

0.1370 


619 

0.0290 


626 

0.0080 


620 

0.3030 


621 

0.2450 


681 

0.2450 


680 

0.0150 


677 

0.2020 


673 

0.2450 


676 

0.0020 


674 

0.2020 


648 

0.1450 


668 

0.0940 


649 

0.1590 


660 

0.1370 


652 

0.0220 


659 

0.0220 


658 

0.3030 


435 

0.0220 


434 

0.1660 
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1 2 

2 ..) 


3 viTrait^T 


wm: 2005/vn?^ 12,1927 


3 

4 

430 

0.0720 

431 

0.2520 

426 

0.2160 

426/538 

0.0150 

425 

0.2310 

406 

0.0040 

407 

0.4550 

362 

0.1370 

361 

0.0220 

167 

0.0290 

.166 

0.0650 

169 

0.0040 

168 

0.0150 

185 

0.0220 

183 

0.1370 

182 

0.1300 

184 

0.0020 

181 

0.0580 

137 

0.0220 

116 

0.0290 

115 

0.0440 

114 

0.0360 

102 

0.0060 

101 

0.1160 

103 

0.1080 

100 

0.0150 

69 

0.0220 

78 

0.0220 

53 

0.0150 

56 

0.0040 

66 

0.3100 

70 

0.0580 

67 

0.0440 

66 

0.0290 

72 

0.0220 

65 

0.2310 

74 

0.0220 

4 

0.2100 

3 

0.2600 

6 

0.0220 

2 

0.3960 

260/987 

0.0290 

260 

0.0360 

261 

0.2390 

259 

0.0730 

262 

0.0020 

257 

0.3250 

256 

0.0150 

255 

0.2170 

247 

0.0040 

246 

0.1375 

241 

0.2170 

242 

0.0440 

237 

0.1735 

219/870 

0.0220 

225 

0.0150 

222 

0.0080 

216 

0.2460 

216/996 

0.1950 

214 

0.1590 

213 

0.0800 

211 

0.0040 

338 

O.C290 

339 

0.1730 

340 

0.1230 

337 

0.2100 

322 

0.0150 


9881 
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T) 



3 

4 

324 

0.3980 

323 

0.0940 

264 

0.0290 

267 

0.1730 

269 

00360 

273 

0.0440 

274 

0.0940 

272 

0.0080 

277 

0.0290 

282 

0.0220 

280 

0.1520 

468 

0,0360 

470 

0.1665 

469 

0.0220 

466 

0.1520 

465 

0.0150 

472 

0.1880 

464 

0.1450 

463 

0.0290 

293/595 

00020 

453 

0.1800 

452 

0.0290 

451 

0.0360 

450 

0.0800 

436 

0,0360 

449 

0.0220 

300 

0.3320 

299 

0.1160 

301 

0.4040 

278 

0.1590 

279 

0.1880 

269 

0.0220 

268 

0.2240 

217 

0.0650 

218 

0.1300 

215 

0.1730 

221 

0.0220 

198 

0.0510 

179 

0.0580 

180 

0.1660 

182 

0.1230 

183 

0.1800 

166 

0.0150 

165 

0.1730 

151 

0.1950 

152 

0.1160 

153 

0.2600 

274 

0.0290 

272/372 

0.0730 

273 

0.0150 

272 

0.1300 

267 

0.2310 

266 

0.0080 

266/434 

0.0080 

268 

0.0800 

265 

0.0290 

262 

0.2530 

261 

0.0150 

260 

0.2890 

253 

0.0440 

234 

0.0150 

236 

0.1450 

252 

0.0360 

237 

0.2160 

246 

0.1730 

246/403 

0.0080 

246/402 

0.0080 
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2005/^^IyTC12, 1927 
3 


9883 


1 , ^ 

6 ♦il^Mi .) 


7 3Rppn 


8 


9 cIT^ 


10 






241 

0.0290 

242 

0.1590 

244 

0.0650 

243 

0.0360 

214 

0.0290 

220 

0.1160 

217 

0.3470 

217/453 

0.0290 

29 

0.0360 

26 

0.0290. 

272 

0.0080 

269 

0.0510 

271 

0.2600 

270 

0.3460 

265 

0.1100 

212 

0.0220 

263 

0.0360 

209 

0.0080 

191 

0.0940 

192 

0.2020 

200 

0.0600 

193/402 

0.1300 

195 

0.0290 

194 

0.1450 

181 

0.1100 

175 

0.0220 

174 

0.1010 

135 

0.0150 

136 

0.0650 

142 

0.2100 

141 

0.3030 

140 

0.1100 

145 

0.1880 

147 

0.2100 

156 

0.0020 

147/383 

0.2310 

154 

0.1800 

153 

0.0510 

27 

0.0440 

28 

0.0940 

29 

0.1450 

30 

0.0580 

9 

0.0020 

8 

0.1300 

7 

0.1100 

6 

0.0290 

824 

0.0580 

825 

0.1300 

822 

0.1600 

777 

0.3170 

774 

0.2600“ 

773 

0 2600 

772 

0.3030 

771 

0.0020 

770 

0.6280 

770/870/928 

0.0580 

770/870 

0.0020 

541 

0.0220 

540 

0.3250 

534 

0.0940 

536 

0.0440 

535 

0.1300 

529 

0.2600 

520 

0.0220 

477 

0.1010 

476 

0.0580 
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479 

481 

482 
475 
474 

482/547 

483 
520 
461 
465 


0.0020 

0.0650 

0.0440 

0.0020 

0.0020 

0.0360 

0.0290 

0.0150 

0.3030 

0.0150 


466 

467 
459 

450 

451 


0.1160 

0.0080 

0.0150 

0.1370 

0.1160 


453 

454 

455 

456 

457 
411 
410 
409 
386 
385 
380 
349 
347 
346 
276 
275 

273 

274 
271 
270 
284 
266 

215 

216 

217 

218 

219 

220 

209 

210 
30 

24 

25 
22 


0.0940 

0.0360 

0.0040 

0.0040 

0.0290 

0.0440 

0.0360 

0.0220 

0.1160 

0.1450 

0.0040 

0.0360 

0.2520 

0.0150 

0.1450 

0.0080 

0.0150 

0.0650 

0.0720 

0.0720 

0.0080 

0.0080 

0.1370 

0.0360 

0.0440 

0.0360 

0.0220 

0.0040 

0.1450 

0.0080 

0.1160 

0.1880 

0.0290 

0.0040 




21 

255/271 


0.0290 

0.0510 




255 

256 

257 
254 
253 
330 


0.2670 

0.0870 

0.1660 

0.0360 

0.0290 

0.0150 


329 

328 

327 

295 

296 

291 

292 

293 
280 
276 


0.1800 

0.1450 

0.0150 

0.0510 

0.0510 

0.2160 

0.0220 

0.0040 

0.0510 
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^ 3, 2005/WP; 1*2, 1927 


98» 


1 _ 
12 


13 'dVHI 


14 


3 

277 

278 

279 
273 
268 

269 

270 
266 

271 

271/365 

265 

213 

210 

211 

212 

185 

183 

184 

186/380 

174 

173 

172 

180 

162A379 

162 

152 

151 

148 

149 

150/340 

150 
95 

70 

71 
73 

72 

58/377 

57 

58 
55 

1/374 

210 

209 

208 

207 

206 

204 

1 

720 
719 

721 

722 

723 
717 

715 

716 
705 
694 
693 
691 
687 
2281 
2279 
2277 
2276 
2269 
361 


4 

0.0650 

0.0080 

0.0440 

0.1450 

0.0580 

0.2240 

0.1450 

0.0020 

0.0510 

0.0360 

0.0510 

0.0290 

0.0650 

0.1590 

0.1100 

0.0650 

O.205O 

0.1300 

0.0040 

0.2600 

0.0650 

0.0150 

0.0440 

0.0290 

0.0360 

0.0580 

0.3470 

0.0040 

0.0510 

0.0080 

0.0510 

0.0150 

0.0800 

0.0440 

0.0650 

0.0940 

0.0150 

0.0580 

0.1880 

0.0080 

0.1100 

0.0720 

0.0080 

0.0150 

0.0220 

0.1880 

0.3970 

0.1520 

0.0080 

0.2020 

0.1950 

0.2310 

0.0290 

0.0360 

0.1950 

0.1450 

0.0720 

0.1370 

0.4040 

0.1800 

0.0580 

0.1450 

0.0360 

0.3460 

0.0220 

0.0080 

0.0440 
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3 _ 4 


362 

0.0440 

2220 

0.0080 

2211 

0.0080 

2210 

0.4040 

2161 

0.0510 

2150 

0.0150 

2149 

0.0080 

2146 

0.0440 

2145 

0.0220 

2143 

0.2670 

2142 

0.0800 

2140 

0.0510 

2138 

0.0440 

2137 

0.0940 

2136 

0.1160 

2135 

0.0360 

270 

0.1010 

531 

0.1450 

527 

0.1730 

526 

0.0360 

525 

0.0080 

524 

0.0080 

520 

0.0650 

519 

0.0080 

512 

0.1950 

508 

0.0080 

509 

0.0150 

510 

0.0150 

511 

0.1950 

513 

0.2520 

505 

0.0510 

97 

0.2520 

96 

0.0360 

93 

0.0150 

94/524 

0.2310 

94 

0.0080 

95 

0.0150 

95/474 

0.0440 

52 

0.3030 

51 

0.0360 

53 

0.0080 

54 

0.3900 

38 

0.1880 

37 

0.2740 

775 

0.0290 

776 

0.0720 

774 

0.3030 

772 

0.0290 

768 

0.1230 

767 

0.1160 

769 

0.0720 

765 

0.0290 

764 

0.1590 

759 

0.1800 

753 

0.0290 

752 

0.0290 

637 

0.0580 

636 

0.3390 

635 

0.0580 

634 

0.0080 

611 

0.0940 

612 

0.3250 

609 

0.0360 

606 

0.0150 

594 

0.1950 

593 

0.1010 

595 

0.1800 
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“1 -^ T~ 3 

4 

17 (iirrtt. .) 596 

0.23‘'0 

597 

o.o; j 

598 

0.1660 

776 

0.0360 

769 

0.1450 

768 

0.1520 

767 

0.2880 

716 

0.0440 

710 

0.0940 

711 

0.1730 

712 

0.1730 

685 

0.0510 

684 

0.0290 

683 

0.1010 

682 

0.0940 

681 

0.0650 

680 

0.0290 

679 

0.0290 

665 

0.0150 

293 

0.0510 

292 

0.0440 

147 

0.1450 

146 

0.1160 

145 

0.1590 

144 

0.0800 

143 

0.0440 

142 

0.0080 

141 

0.0510 

139 

0.0360 

140 

0.0720 

129 

0.0440 

130 

0.1520 

132 

0.1370 

79 

0.0650 

71 

0.0650 

1 

0.4400 

(^0^i03TTO)-31015/8 /2004~3it SIR-lj) 


6^1 !tl dldd 

New Delhi, the 30th August, 2005 


O. 3132. —Wbereas k app<san to the Cenb-al Oovernment that it is-neoesavy in tha public interest that for 

the franspor^ation of petrdeum products 

froinISlittIflyn (laiora) terminal in the State of Madhya IVadeah, an extension pipeline to Piyala in the State 
Delhi shonld be laid by Bharn Petroleum Corporation Limitec^ 

of Haryana and Bijwasan in the NCT of 

And whereas it appams to the Central Govenimeat that for die purpose of laying such p^Une it is necessary 
which the said pipeline is pniposed to be laid andwhidh is desenb^ in the Sc^iedule annexed hereto; 

to acquire the right of user in land under 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powen ooefeiried by sub section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals I^pelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1962 (SO erf' 1962), the Central Government haeby dedares its iiUention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within twenty one days from the date on which copies of the Gazette of Ii^a 
oontaifiing this notifioatiott atre made available to the public, object in writii^ to the acquisition of the right of user therdn for layii^ of the pipeline 
under the land to 9iri Deepak Nandi, Competent Authority, Mumbai-Manglya Pipdine Extension Project, Bharat Petroteum Corporation Limited, B- 

lOS, Indravihar, Talwandi, Kota-32400S (Rajasthan). 


SCHEDULE 


TEHSIL : LADPURA DISTRICT: KOTA 

STATE: RAJASTHAN 

S.NO. NAME OF VH.LAGE SURVEY NO. 

mu II mill 1 

12 3 

4 

1 GALANA 749 

0.0360 

750 

0.0650 

746 

0.1230 

747 

0.1730 

744 

0.3100 

745/859 

0.1370 


2498 GI/2005—18 


/. 












LLANA(Contd.) 


(ADIHEDA 


742 

0.2170 

743 

0.2100 

741 

00290 

740 

0.0080 

730 

0.2740 

728 

0.1370 

ITl 

0.0360 

720 

.0.2520 

721 

0.2810 

717 

0.0220 

714 

0.2900 

716 

0.0080 

715 

01520 

687 

0.2020 

605 

0.1450 

686 

0.1010 

618 

0.1370 

619 . 

0.0290 

626 

0.0080 

620 

0.3030 

621 

0.2450 

681 

0.2450 

680 

0.0150 

677 

0.2020 

673 

0.2450 

676 

0.0020 

674 

0.2020 

648 

0.1450 

668 

0.0940 

S49 

0.1590 

660 

0.1370 

652 

0.0220 

659 

0.0220 

658 

0.3030 

435 

0.0220 

434 

0.1660 

430 

0.0720 

431 

0.2520 

426 

0.2160 

426/538 

0.0150 

425 

0.2310 

406 

0.0040 

407 

0.4550 

362 

0.1370 

361 

0.0220 

167 

0.0290 

166 

0.0650 

169 

0.0040 

168 

0.0150 

185 

0.0220 

183 

0.1370' 

182 

0.1300 

184 

0.0020 

181 

0.0580 

137 

0.0220 

116 

0.0290 

115 

0.0440 

114 

0.0360 

102 

0.0080 

101 

0.1160 

103 

0.1080 

100 

0.0150 

89 

0.0220 

78 

0.0220 

53 

0.0150 

56 

0 0040 

68 

0.3100 

70 

0.0580 
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9889^ 

1 2 3 

4 


2 KAD(HEDA<Contd.) 67 

0.0440 


66 

0.0290 


72 

0.0220 


65 

0.2310 


74 

0.0220 


4 

0.2100 


3 

0.2600 


6 

0.0220 


2 

0.3960 


3 JAKHODA 260/987 

0.0290 


260 

0.0360 


261 

0.2390 


259 

0.0730 


262 

0.0020 


257 

0.3250 


256 

0.0150 


255 

0.2170 


247 

0.0040 


246 

0.1375 


241 

0.2170 


242 

0.0440 


237 

0.1735 


219/870 

0.0220 


225 

0.0150 


222 

0.0080 


216 

0.2460 


216/996 

0.1950 


214 

0.1590 


213 

211 

0.0600 

0.0040 

% 

, 

4 KISHANPURA <KETHUN) 336 

0.0290 

. 

339 

0.1730 


340 

0.1230 


337 

0.2100 


322 

0.0150 


324 

0.3980 


323 

0.0940 


264 

0.0290 


267 

0.1730 


269 

0.0360 


273 

0.0440 


274 

0.0940 

• 

272 

0.0080 


277 

0.0290 


282 

0.0220 


280 

0.1520 


5 GODALIYAHEDI 468 

0.0360 


470 

0.1665 


469 

0.0220 


466 

0.1520 


465 

0.0150 


472 

0.1880 


464 

0.1450 


463 

0.0290 


293/595 

0.0020 


453 

0.1800 


452 

0.0290 


451 

0.0360 


450 

0.08C0 


436 

0.0360 


449 

O.0220 


300 

0.3320 


299 

0.1160 


301 

0.4040 


278 

0.1590 


279 

0.1880 


269 

0.0220 


268 

0.2240 



i 
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2 

3 

4 

3DALIYAHEDI (Contd.) 

217 

0.0650 


218 

0.1300 


215 

0.1730 


221 

0.0220 


198 

0.0510 


179 

0.0580 


180 

0.1660 


182 

0.1230 


183 

0.1800 


166 

0.0150 


165 

0.1730 


151 

0.1950 


152 

0.1160 


153 

0.2600 

ORPA 

274 

0.0290 


272/372 

0.0730 


273 

0.0150 


272 

0.1300 


267 

0.2310 


266 

0.0080 


266/434 

0.0080 


268 

0.0800 


265 

0.0290 


262 

0.2530 


261 

0.0150 


260 

0.2890 


253 

0.0440 


234 

0.0150 


236 

0.1450 


252 

0.0360 


237 

0.2160 


246 

0.1730 


246/403 

0.0080 


246/402 

0,0080 


241 

0.0290 


242 

0.1590 


244 

0.0650 


243 

' 0.0360 


214 

0.0290 


220 

0.1160 


217 

0.3470 


217/453 

0.0290 


29 

0.0360 


28 

0.0290 

RNIYA 

272 

0.0080 


269 

0,0510 


271 

0.2600 


270 

0.3460 


265 

0.1100 


212 

0.0220 


263 

0.0360 


209 

0.0080 


191 

0.0940 


192 

0.2020 


200 

0.0800 


193/402 

0.1300 


195 

0.0290 


194 

0.1450 


181 

0.1100 


175 

0.0220 


174 

0.1010 


135 

0.0150 


136 

0.0650 


142 

0.2100 


141 

0.3030 


140 

0.1100 


145 

0.1880 


147 

0.2100 
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1 2 

3 

4 

7 ARNIYA(Contd.......) 

156 

0002D 


147/383 

0.2310 


154 

0.1800 


153 

0.0510 

8 RASULPUR 

27 

0.0440 


28 

0.0940 


29 

0.1450 


30 

0.0580 


9 

0.0020 


8 

0.1300 


7 

0.1100 


6 

0.0290 

9 TATHED 

824 

0.0580 


825 

0.1300 


822 

0.1600 


777 

0.3170 


774 

0.2600 


773 

0.2600 


772 

0.3030 


771 

0.0020 


770 

0.6280 


770/870/928 

0.0580 


770/870 

0.0020 

10 BRAJESHPURA 

541 

0.0220 


540 

0.3250 


534 

0.0940 


536 

0.0440 


535 

0.1300 


529 

0.2600 


520 

0.0220 


477 

0.1010 


476 

0.0580 


479 

0.0020 


481 

0.0650 


482 

0.0440 


475 

0.0020 


474 

0.0020 


482/547 

0.0360 


483 

0.0290 


520 

0.0150 


461 

0.3030 


465 

0.0150 


466 

0.1160 


467 

0.0080 


459 

0.0150 


450 

0.1370 


451 

0.1160 


453 

0.0940 


454 

0.0360 


455 

0.0040 


456 

0.0040 


457 

0.0290 


411 

0.0440 


410 

0.0360 


409 

0.0220 


386 

0.1160 


385 

0.1450 


380 

0.0040 


349 

0.036Q ‘ 


347 

0.2520 


346 

0.0150 


276 

0.1450 


275 

0.0080 


273 

0.0150 


274 

0.0650 


271 

0.0720 


270 

0.0720 


284 

0.0080 
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10 


11 


12 




BI^ESHPURA (Contd.) 


PIPALDASHEKHAN 


rAmkhedu 


3 

4 

266 

0.0080 

215 

0.1370 

216 

0.0360 

217 

0.0440 

218 

0.0360 

219 

0.0220 

220 

0.0040 

209 

0.1450 

210 

0.0080 

30 

0.1160 

24 

0.1830 

25 

0.0290 

22 

0.0040 

21 

0.0290 

255/271 

0.0510 

255 

0.2670 

256 

0.0870 

257 

0.1660 

254 

0,0360 

253 

0.0290 

330 

00150 

329 

0.1800 

328 

0.1450 

327 

' 0.0150 

295 

0.0510 

296 

0.0510 

291 

0.2160 

292 

0.0220 

293 

0.0040 

280 

0.0510 

276 

0.0290 

277 

0.0650 

278 

0.0080 

279 

0.0440 

273 

0.1450 

268 

0,0580 

269 

0.2240 

270 

0.1450 

266 

0.0020 

271 

0.0510 

271/365 

0.0360 

265 

0.0510 

213 

0.0290 

210 

0.0650 

211 

0.1590 

212 

0.1100 

185 

0.0650 

183 

0.2050 

184 

0.1300 

188/380 

0.0040 

174 

0.2600 

173 

0.0650 

172 

0.0150 

160 

0.0440 

162/379 

0.0290 

162 

0.0360 

152 

0.0580 

151 

0.3470 

148 

0.0040 

149 

0.0510 

50/340 

0.0080 

150 

0.0510 

95 

0.0150 

70 

0.0800 

71 

0.0440 

73 

0.0650 

72 

0.0940 

58/377 

0,0150 
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3 

4 

57 


58 

0.1880 

55 

0.0080 

1/374 

0.1100 

210 

0.0720 

209 

0.0080 

208 

0.0150 

207 

0.0220 

206 

0.1880 

204 

0.3970 

1 

0.1520 

720 

0.0080 

719 

0.2020 

721 

0.1950 

722 

0.2310 

723 

0.0290 

717 

0.0360 

715 

0.1950 

716 

0.1450 

705 

0.0720 

694 

0.1370 

693 

0.4040 

691 

0.1800 

687 

0.0580 

2281 

0.1450 

2279 

0.0360 

2277 

0.3460 

2276 

0.0220 

2269 

0.0080 

361 

0.0440 

362 

0.0440 

2220 

0.0080 

2211 

0.0080 

2210 

0.4040 • 

2151 

0.0510 

2150 

0.0150 

2149 

0.0080 

2146 

0.0440 

2145 

0.0220 

2143 

0.2670 

2142 

0.0800 

2140 

0.0510 

2138 

0.0440 

2137 

0 . C 940 

2136 

01160 

2135 

0.0360 

270 

0.1010 

531 

0.1450 

527 

0.1730 

526 

0.0360 

525 i 

0.0080 

524 ' 

0.0080 

520 

0.0650 

519 

0.0080 

512 

0.1950 

508 

0.0080 

509 

0.0150 

510 

0.0150 

511 

0.1950 

513 

0.2520 

505 

0.0510 

97 

0.2520 

96 

. 0.0360 

93 

0.0150 

94/524 

0.2310 

94 

0.0080 

95 

0.0150 

95/474 

0.0440 


12 RAMKHEDU (ConM.) 


13 NOTANA 


14 CHANDRESAL 


15 DEVU MACHHtYAN 


16 KISHANPURA URF NAYAGAON 





kWDi 


768 
767 

769 
765 
764 
759 
753 
752 
637 
636 
635 
634 
611 
612 
609 
606 


0.1230 

0.1160 

0.0720 

0.0290 

0.1590 

0.1800 

0.0290 

0.0290 

0.0580 

0.3390 

0.0580 

0.0080 

0.0940 

0.3250 

0.0360 

0.0150 


594 
593 

595 

596 

597 

598 
776 
769 


0.1950 

0.1010 

Q .1800 

0.2380 

0.0290 

01660 

0.0360 

0.1450 


768 

767 

716 

710 

711 

712 
685 
684 
683 
682 
681 
680 
679 
665 
293 
292 
147 
146 
145 
144 
143 
142 
141 

139 

140 

129 

130 
132 
79 
71 


0.1520 

0.2880 

0.0440 

0.0940 

0.1730 

0.1730 

0.0510 

0.0290 

0.1010 

0.0940 

0.0650 

0.0290 

0.0290 

0.0150 

0,0510 

0.0440 

0.1450 

0.1160 

0,1590 

0.0800 

0.0440 

0.0080 

0.0510 

0.0360 

0.0720 

0.0440 

0.1520 

0.1370 

0,0650 

0.0650 


0.4400 

[F.N. R-31015/8/2004-OR-II] 


HARISH KUMAR, Under Secretarv 
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.Jt-- 


^.3ir. 3133.— W’t'K 3n^?q^ g)di tftp <i^ mkwIm 

^ i#ent < 4 MM < | 5 q '4 ^' wl^<rn ^Kl 




3ftT '^7T«fnT ^ '3 tP ^ ^ |c|^'4^ yd1rl ^YrlT t" '*5?^ 

4 ^ 3T#T 1^ 

, ^^ 

37rT*., 3T?r, 1^T^>R, A^IRihh 3^ <aPl^ Hi5Hcni^<^ ^ ^ ^ 3nH) 

3Tf^#RiT, 1962(1962^50) 3 ^3qWT(l) 

% 3li^«hK ^ 31^ cPT^ % 3Tq% 3n?TPT ^ t, 


^ oqf^, #'3 tP 3RJ^4c|f^’jiH'^%?T^ 'SR cil<ta ?^i\^ 'HtP 3rt^PiHH ^ ^^TTT 3 
^ SWR ( I ) % 3 t 4 s TFTO ^1 M<»irVM ^ 3 ! fa^RT ^ RI ^ K^l ^ 3 HcW ^ 
^ct-eblR 1^ % ^ ^jjTT%31^ 3TTftK^, WT 

Tnfa^' MKKlM ^<+ K 4 l ^ J^H T ^ ThI ^, ^ TR ^ StRT , 

^ Th<h i 4< ’ 721602 (qf?^^^niFr)^THfidd snJ^^Wrri 


2498 G 1 / 2005—19 
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Meil 









^9iq>d 




kHIci Xl'&ill 


w 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 


\ 

71 

4138 

00 

01 

83 



2593 

00 

04 

91 



4139 

00 

03 

41 



2546 

00 

00 

92 


73 

1718 

00 

00 

92 



1717 

00 

02 

51 



1670 

00 

04 

24 



1675 

00 

00 

56 



1677 

00 

12 

08 



1676 ' 

00 

03 

99 



1679 

00 

07 

27 



1680 

00 

07 

40 



2267 

00 

00 

28 



2268 

00 

02 

61 



1703 

00 

08 

92 



1702 ' 

00 

00 

87 



1700 ' 

00 

09 

89 



1695^ 

00 

00 

42 

9THT- 


mmElgKIKlM 

^fFf- H) ' 36 

799 

00 

01 

22 



801 

00 

00 

65 



802 

00 

00 

26 



803 

00 

00 

23 



816 

00 

02 

56 



817 

00 

00 

86 



826 

00 

01 

37 

ail'Hll - 



127 

681 

00 

00 

80 



682 

00 

00 

54 



683 

00 

00 

20 



695 

00 

00 

51 



698 

00 

03 

24 



699 

00 

00 

39 



696/1114 

00 

01 

11 

5*1HI - ' 


^0114) 

153 

448 

00 

00 

49 
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(1) 

(2) 

( 3 ) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 



449 

00 

00 

30 



451 

00 

00 

20 



455 

00 

00 

20 


[miT. 3»R-25011/20/2005-3it.m-I] 
T^. %. fad^K I , 

New Dethi. the 2iKi Septenr^r. 2005 

S.O. 3133,—Whereas, it appears to the Centra Government friat it is necessary in the 
pubHc interest that for hie transportation cif petroleum (crude) from Paradip in the State of 
Orissa to Haldia in the State of V^st Bengal, a pipeline should be laid by Indian Oil 
Corporation Limited, 

And whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of laying 
the said pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the land under which the 
said pipeline is proposed to be laid and which is described in the Schedule annexed to 
this notification, 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 
of the Petroleum and^Minerate Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962), the Central Govemmerrt hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of 
user therein, 

Any person, interested In the land described in the sdid Schedule may, within 
twenty one days from the date on which the copies of the notification issued under sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of the said Act, as published in the Gazette of India, are made 
available to the general public, object in writing to the acquisition of the nght of user 
therein or laying of the pipeline under the land to Sri Arabinda Ghosh, Competent 
Authority, Paradip Haldia Crude Oil Pipeline Project, Indian Oil Corporation Limited. 
Kasberia, Post Office- Khanjanchak, Purba Midnapur-721602 (West-Bengal). 
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Schedule 

Police Stati 

yn ; Nandakumar, 

District :PurbaMidnapur 

state: West-Bengal 


Jurisdiction 



Area 


Name of 

Village 

Plot. - 



... . . 


® List No. 

No. Hectare 

Are 

Square Metre 

(1 

) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

Shitalpur 

71 

4138 

00 

01 

83 



2593 

00 

04 

91 



4139 

00 

03 

41 



2546 

00 

00 

92 

BhaOanipui 

73 

1718 

00 

00 

92 



1717 

00 

02 

51 



1670 

00 

04 

24 



1675 

00 

00 

56 



1677 

00 

12 

08 



1676 

00 

03 

99 



1679 

00 

07 

27 



1680 

00 

07 

40 



2267 

00 

00 

28 



2268 

00 

02 

61 



1703 

00 

08 

92 



1702 

00 

00 

87 



1700 

00 

09 

89 


■ 

1695 

00 

00 

42 

Police Stati 

an - Chandipur 

Bhagabank 

lall(Part-ll) 36 

799 

00 

01 

22 



801 

00 

00 

65 



802 

00 

00 

26 



803 

00 

00 

23 



816 

00 

02 

56 



817 

00 

00 

86 



826 

00 

01 

37 

Police Stati 

)n - Khajuri 

Kharan 

127 

681 

00 

00 

80 



682 

00 

00 

54 



683 

00 

00 

20 



695 

00 

00 

51 



698 

00 

03 

24 



699 

00 

00 

39 



696/1114 

00 

01 

11 

Police Static 

in' Bhagabanpur 

Tethi Bari 

153 

448 


00 

49 



449 

00 

00 

30 



451 

00 

00 

20 



455 


00 

20 





[F. No. R-25011/20/2005-O.R.-I ] 





S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 
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inr 

^ 8 3PR?l, 2005 

3^r, 3134.—arf^f^qw, 1947 

(1947 ^ 14 ) ^ Ijitr 17 % 

37197 % •5R«Rn( % sih '39% 

ch44>Klf %^, 

<HfM<if><u i / 8w fmm, 7fjR3? *(•^.‘4^.) % 

^THSqr 371^. ■^.-125/99) ^ 

8-8-2005 ^ W |3TT «IT I 

[^. T^5T-12012/661/1998-37Tf 3!R (^I) ] 
371R:^9I^ ^FP3Tf%Pf»l^t 
MINISIRY OF LABOUR 
New Delhi, the 8th August, 2005 

S.O. 3134.—‘In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby pubU^catiie^ard (ID-125/99) of 
the Central Government Indnstnal Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Kanpur (U.P.) now u shown in the Annexure, in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of State Bank o£ India and their 
workman, which vras received by tte C^itral Government 
on 8-8-2005. 

[No. L-120l'2/661/1998-IR (B-I)] 
AJ AY KUMAR, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE Sm SURESH CHANDRA, FRiSmiNG 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, SARVODAYA 

NAGAR, KANPUR, UR 

Industrial Dispute No. 125/99 
In the matter of dispute between: 

The General Secretary 

State Bank of India Staff Association 

2/363 Namner, Agra 

AND 

The Assistant General Manager 
State Bank of India 
Region No. HI Zonal Office 
Saiyai Place Agra. 

AWARD 

1. Central Government Ministry of Labour vide 
notification No. L-12012/661/98-IR(B-I) dated 5-5-1999 has 
referred the following dispute for adjudication to this 
Tribunal:— 

“Whether the action of the AGM and Disciplinary 
Authority of State Bank of India vide his letter dated 
30-6-1997 is justified ? If not to what rdiefthe workman 
is entitled ?” 

2. Case in short ofthe workman is that the workman 
Sri M. N. Saxena while working as officiating Rural 
Development Officer recommend some of the loan 
proposals and these proposals were duly sanctioned by 


^ then branch manager being ftUty satisfied at the 
genhmefiess of the prcpomls. It is stated branch 

was inspected by the interrod andit and ekeamal an^ 
inspectors but none offfiem oomotenied against the worir 
and condna of Sti Saxenn The Assikaiir 
being biased against the worin&an trade maon activities 
mtdateraDytiaiKfened Sri Saxena againsttito transfer policy. 
The rep^enting union ofthe wotianan lodjged a protest 
and approached the ALC(C) who intum restimind the 
maitogeinent fimn transfer. The workman was issued a 
charge-sheet on 20-9-93 con^eted tke fimnsdity of the 
enquiry where mam^ement cotn|det^ failed to leaiiaity 
legally convincii^ evidence in^typort of thd|pi rgr t; R is 
also aHi^ed that the witnesses of titomaa^en^t prodoced 
in tile enqiHiy foiled to sifostantiate the charges despite 
that the mquiry r^cer proved the charges agmnst the 
workman, ffiiquiry officer did not prove chmge Nos. l(m) 
2,3,4,5 and 6. It lias also been alleged that on the basis of 
perverse findings given the enquiry officer chargrNo. 1 (i) 
have been proved to the effect tiiat the recommendation ct 
the loan were not on the prescribed proforma. It Ims also 
been alleged that when the sanctioning authority has 
sanctioned the loan how at lat^ stage it could be smd that 
the reco mmendati on of the loan were not on piesGifoed 
pixtfotma. The punishment inqiosed by the disciplinaiy 
authority reducing the pay of the worionan to one stage 
lower for (me year on the basis of perverse fin i ng is 
arbitrary, lu^r, unjust, illegal and hence deserves to be 
set aride. On tte basis of these allegations it has been 
prayed that the action ofthe management in imposing the 
above penalty be declared as illegal and unjust and the 
workman be suitably compensatal for m^tal toriute and 
agony foced for the illegal act of the management by the 
worionan 

3. In reply management has alleged that tifo present 
dispute is not a dispute within the meaning of Sec. 2-A of 
the I.D. Act or within the meaiung of section 2-K of the Act 
as the petty matters have been kept away from the 
provisions ofthe Act Workman made irregularities while 
submitting his recommendations regarding grantit^ of 
tractor loan. It is alleged that the workman did not work 
according to the provisions given in codified iKxrit of 
instructions. The consistent irregularity would amount to 
misconduct. Sanction of the proposal by the branch 
manager do not change the nature of the miscondoct. As 
the workman failed to perform according to rales/ 
instruction he was issued chargesheet but the workman 
could not prove his innocence rather he admitted his 
misconduct mentioned in charge No. I and on the basis of 
his admission of misconduct he was rightly punished and 
the order of the disc, authority dated 30-6-1997 is just, 
proper feir and in accordance with law. It has further been 
alleged by the bank that aity insularity could not be traced 
by the audit party shall not become good conduct 
automatically. The workman was rightly charge-sheeted 
by the bank domestic enquiiy was properly conducted 
and on the basis ct the admission of the claimaiit he was 
held guilty of charge No. l(i) and p^y of charge No. l(ii) 
and thus workman was rightty punished. Bank has denied 
thefeetthat the enquiry officer was under pressure. Enquiry 
officer has rightiy lteid that the recommendatiems of the 
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n piescrilNsd isx^rama. It has also been 
repent in connection mth the said 
by the daimant and admittedly the 
IS were not made by the workman on the 
ma, whkhteniantoiintto misconduct. The 
r it was repaid and there was no loss to the 
erial f<n the pui|k)se of the present case. 
» denied allegadonsiof perverse finding and 
1 on the admission of &cts and admitted 
e pxived. It has also been alleged by the 
; this Tribunal arrives at a conclusion that 
wasaotcomhicted fairly and properly 
given an opportuni^to prove the ch^ges 
isis of these allegations it has beenjnayed 
the workman be rejected. 

tie pleadings were exchanged between the 
nary issue legardting &imess of domestic 
ed Vick order dated 19-2-2001. vide order 
learned predecessor held that the enquiiy 
I by the enquiry officer being based on no 
erse and is ther^we rejected. Thereafter 
t was given cppoctunity to lead evidence 
i case. 

anagement failed to adduce evidence 
lities having be^ afforded to them and 
ment has not cared to pay the adjournment 
ayed a<^on and adjournments. Ultimately 
re fixed for arguments with the consent 


ihestic ^quiry has already been set aside 
edecessor vide ord^ dated 27-3-02. In the 
3ther additional evidence to substantiate 
veiled against the workman by the 
e workmmi cannot be held responsible for 
jes. On going through the record it is clear 
j where the workman has been arbitrarily 
proved fault of the workman. In any case 
leged on the part pf the workman whereby 
LOt submitted on prescribed proforma for 
loan though the loan was duly sanctioned 
and the repayment of the said loan has 
le is of no avail to management. Therefore, 
se on the part of the concerned woikman 
e proved it cannot be made a reasonable 
for awarding the punishment by the bank. 
he management^ is therefore, not only 
) a self peaking act of the management to 
nan for insufficient ground and of no fault 

is no evidence worth the name to 
harges as proposed by the management 


; absence of any evidence the charges 
1 proved the action of the management 
6-1997 issued by tiie disciplinaiy authority 
iment of reducing the pay of the workman 
:r for one year is held to be arbitrary unfair 
li is accordingly liable to be set aside. 


[Part 11— Sec. 3(ii)] 

9. In view of above the wrokman is entitled for the 
benefit in terqis of money which were withheld arbitrarily 
by their illegal punishment order. 

SURESH CHANDRA, Presiding Officer 

R ;( rxrfl , 8 • 3 Pn < T , 2005 

3R. 3135.— 1947 
( 1947 14 ) VRT 17 % ^ 

^ % 
fife afhiVfw -ft* 

aihitfw 

55 / 2002 ) ^ t , ^ 

5 - 8 - 2005 ^ TITO 

[^. t ^- 12012 / 67 / 2002 “« n ^ 3 TR (^.- II )] 

l^ew Delhi, the 8fti August, 2005 

S.O. 3135.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 55/ 
2002) of the Central Government Industrial Tribimal- 
cum-Labour Court, Bangalore as shown in the Aimexure, 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Dena Bank and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on 5-8-2005; 

[No. L-12012/67/2002-IR (B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 
BEFORE THE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-L/^UR COURT, 

“SHRAM SADAN”, 

in MAIN, in CROSS, n phase, tumkur road, 

YESHWANTHPUR, 
BANGALORE-560 022. 

Dated: 26th Jufy, 2005 
Present: 

SHRI A.R. SIDDIQUI, Presiding Officer 
CR. No. 55/02 

I PARTY n PARTY 

Shri D. C. Channegowda, The Asstt. General Manager, 
C/o. D. C. Lakkmma, Dena Batdc, Sona Towers,, 

No. 251,14th Main, 1 st Floor, 

2nd Cross 71, Millers Road, 

Nagendra Block, Bangalore-560 052 

Bangalore-5^ 050 

AWARD 

1. The Central Government by exercising the powers 
conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 2A of the 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has 
referred this dispute vide order No. L-12012/67/ 
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2002/IR (B-n) dated 24tli Sep^mbcr 2002 for 
adjudication on the £;^ow^ schedule: 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the Management of Dena 
Bank in dismissing the service of Shri D. C. 
Channegowda is legal and justed? If not, what 
relief the concerned workman is entitled to?” 

2. Inhis Claim Statement the firstparty made arequest 

to this tribimal to pass an award holding that action 
of the Second Party Management Bank in 
dismissing him from service ti^e order d ticd 
23-9-99 is illegal and impio^r and he 
reinstmed in service to his original post ofO yi iy 
Cum Sepoy (Daftry) with full back wages, 
continuity of service mid all other consequential 
benefits. 

3. His case inbricf is that while he was working in the 
above said capaQty> he was issued with the two 
separate chargeitects dated 28-3-98 and 31-3-98 
and by filing a common reply dated 2-5-98 he 
admitted those charges, unconditionally, in terms 
of clause 19.12(e) of B.P.S. However, the 
management initiated Domestic Enquiry only in 
respect of chargesheet dated 31-3-98, he (the first 
party) pleaded guilty to the charges making a 
request to consider his case sympathetically 
awarding a minor punishment; The enquiry office 
by his letter dated 30-4-99 submitted his findings 
holding him guilty of both the charges of 
misconduct as per chargesheet dated 31-3-98 and 
during the course of personal hearing held on 
20-8-99 on the proposed punishment of dismissal, 
the first party once again requested the Disciplinary 
Authority to take lenient view by imposing a 
punishrnem lesser than the punishment of dismissal, 
however, his submission was not considered and 
he was dismissed from service vide dismissal order 
dated 20-3-99; that he preferred an appeal and 
during the course of personal hearing held on 
I -6-2000 and 29-12-2000 by the Appellate Authority 
he made written submision on 1-6-2000 to viewthe 
matter sympathetically and to award lesser 
punishment on the ground that no financial loss 
was caused to the bank due to the misconduct 
committed by him. The Appellate Authority 
however, confirmed the order of the Disciplinary 
Authority passing an order datyd 9-11-01. 
Therefore, he raised an industrial dispute resulting 
into tlie present reference. At Para 9 of the Claim 
Statement the first party averred that he is not 
aggrieved Ity the procedural aspect of holding the 
Domestic Enquiry and he therefore, concedes the 
fairness of the Domestic Enquiry and that there is 
no need to frame additional issue on the saidpoint. 
He submitted that the punishment of dismissal 
passed against him however, is illegal and inqiropcT 
amounting to unfair labour practice and 
lictimization as the punishment of dismissal is very 


severe, harsh and dii^n^iortioiiate to the gravity 
of the charges of miacmiduct admhtedby him, aft 
along. He had eiq^essed Jiis tenets aaid Made ^ 
undertakiagfay Ids rqify daMd he will 

not commit such miscondcut in future and 
therefore, a lenient view ought to hatvebemi taken 
against him keeping in view of the M that he hdd 
a low level post of Cleaner Cum Sqioy (Daftiy) and 
his past record of 12 year service was very much 
dean and unblemished and thM he had about 26 
years of future service. At para 12 he submitted 
that aspernewB.P.Sdated 104-02 which has 
imo force, thiee new pumshments are neii^ a(^ 

for gross misconduct committed by the workman 
concerned and those are; 

1. Removal from service with Supersumuation 
Ben^ts, 

1 CcM^ulsory Retirement with Superannuation 

fiiei^ts, 

3. Discharge from Service with Superan nuat ion 
Befits. 

Therefore, the first party is entitled to haeve the 
benefits (rfthe new settlement. 

4. The management filed its Counter Statement and 

inter alia. contended that the punishment of 

dismissal inqiosed upon the first pmty is very nuKh 

proportionate keqring in view the gravity <rf the 
misconduct conunitted by him. It contended that 
the first party during the course of enquuy though 
partigipated in the enquiry proceedings taking Hht 
help of Union General Setietary Shri B. R. Dwarid, 
pleaded guilty to the charges of misconduct all 
along and further those charges of misconduct 
against him were also probed by the mauag^ent 
by producing oral as well as documentary evidence 
and that on the basis of the material brought on 
record before the enquiry offi<»r and ^ plea of 
guiltmade by the first party, enquiry officer 
submitted his findings holding the workman guilty 
of the charges resuhing into the impugned (tismissal 
order. Giving out the facts of the case the 
atparas 5 & 6 of the Counts: Statement 
conteiided as under:— 

Para 5:— That Shri D.C Channegowda daftry, Dena Bank, 

Sjimo^ (hereinafter catted as|Hrstp4i^woikm»^ 

availed consumer losi c^Rsl 20,000/- on 21-12-97 
from Shimoga District Cooperative Central Bank 
ExteusicmCounlei; Shimoga (SDCCBaidc Shimoga). 
Two (rfthe sub staff of SDCC Bank Shimoga stood 
as Co-obligants. First party workman produced 
his salary cstificales on the Brancti letter head and 
a salary deduction agreement on Rs. 20/- Bond 
Paper purported to have been signed by the Branch 
manager, Dena Bank Shimoga using Branch 
manager’s stamp at a|^ropriate places. The loan 
account was not conchicted szdis&ctorily and SDCC 
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Bank issued notice to first party workman with a 
ichManagerDenaBank,Shimoga. The 

issued a letter to Branch Manager Dena 
oga enclosing the copy of the loan 
igrcement,calling upon the Branch 
deduct Rs.2,666/- from the salary’ of 
ywoikman. 

ch manager, Dcna Bank’s Shimoga 
It the salary deduction certificate was 
y him and he has not authorized the 
h Manager's Stamp. He wrote back to 
deitying the execution of the said salray 
deduction hgreement. Thh SDCC Bank also 
5 salary certificate issued on the letter 
la Bank Shimoga signed by Branch 
imoga. This letter was also not issued 
h M^ger, Dena Bank, Shimoga and 
sd Ity him. He has also not authorized 
anch Manager's Stamp. This brought 
lat first party wOTkman has submitted 
lents to SDCC Bank, Shimoga to avail 
e SDCC Bank initiated legal action 
t party workman and others (Co- 
d obtained decree under co-operative 
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the management submitted that the 
oes not come in the way of the action 
dismissing the workman from service 
ict committed by him being very grave 
he punishment of dismissal which 
5sal does not call for any interference 
ibunal. 

lew the averments made in the Claim 
t party conceding the fairness of the 
and the submission made by his 
re this tribunal on 21-3-05 that he 
of enquiry and therefore, additional 
not be fiamed, this tribunal passed 
inding that the Domestic Enquiry 
: first party by the Second Party was 
the matter came to be posted to hear 
e enquiry findings and the quantum 
1 6-4-2005, learned counsel for first 
Its and then were marked as Ex. W1 
5, learned counsel for the first party 
me to be adjourned for arguments to 
f of the Second Party, thrice i.e, on 
5-7-05,. Siircethe teamed counsel for 
ot turn up on the last date of hearing, 
ard and is posted this day for award. 

sel for the first party Shri G. Hegde 
!y submitted that the first party all 
le charges of misconduct levelled 
request to the management to take 
m and therefore this conduct on the 
admitting the guilt fi'om the vei\’ 
ent view. He submitted that keeping 
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in view the above conduct of the first party, the fact that he 
held a very' low level post of Daftry' and not ignoring the 
fact that there was no financial loss caused to the 
management bank, punishment of dismissal be converted 
into a lesser punishment to do justice in the matter. 

8. In support of his submission, learned counsel 
submitted a decision reported in AIR 1984 Supreme Court 
Page 976 and a decision of our Honble High Court reported 
in 2002(3) KtCR SN 252 (DB) page 245. In Syndicate Bank 
Vs. P. Ramananda Nayak. As noted above. learned counsel 
for the management was not available when the matter was 
taken up for argument. Now therefore, keeping in view the 
averments made in the Claim Statement and the charges of 
misconducrlevelled against the first party stand beyond 
any doubt during the course of enquiry proceedings. The 
first question to be considered by this tribunal would be 
"whether the.-findings of the enquiry suffered from any 
perversity"? As noted above, learned counsel for the first 
party did not canvass any arguments challenging the 
findings of the enquiry officer holding the first party 
workman gmlty of the abovesaid two charges. 

9. From the perusal of the enqmry findings marked 
before this tribunal on behalf of the first party himself at 
Ex.M6, it is very much evident that during the course of 
enquiry, the first party mincing no words, rather in very 
clear terms, pleaded guilty of both the charges of 
misconduct levelled against him. However, the management 
to be on the safer side produced the oral evidence in the 
statement of KfWl&MW2 and the documentary evidence 
at MEX 1 to 4 to substantiate the charges of misconduct 
levelled against the first party independent of his plea of 
guilt. Therefore, taking into considerations, the plea of guilt 
made by the first party and based on the oral and 
documentary evidence pressed into service on behalf of 
the Second Party, the learned enquiiy officer rightly came 
to the conclusion that the above said two charges of 
misconduct have been very much proved by the Second 
Party and accordingly submitted his above said enquiiy' 
findings. As noted above, on the receipt of the enquiry’ 
findings, the first party appeared before the Disciplinary’ 
Authority during the course of personal hearing on the 
proposed punishment of dismissal and once again 
admitting the charges of misconduct made a request to 
take lenient ^4ew against him. Ifc repeated his request during 
the course of personal hearing held by the Appellate 
Authority. Not being satisfied with the Ap^late Authority 
order confirming the punishment dismissal passed by the 
Disciplinary Authority, the first party raised an industrial 
dispute resulting into the reference in question. Therefore, 
now the only question to be considered would be as to 
whether the punishment of dismissal passed against the 

first party was severe and disproportionate to the charges 
of misconduct committed by him in the light of the gravity 
of the misconduct committed by the first party"? If so, he 
deserves any lesser punishment as against the punishment 
of dismissal? It is not in- dispute that from the very 
beginning of the disciplinary action being taken against 
the first party by issuing the charge sheet dated 31-3-98 , 
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he by submitting his repty to the chargesheet admitted the 
charges of misconduct in no uncertain terms. He went on 
admitting the charges at every stage of the proceedings 
culminating into the order passed by the Appellate 
Authority confirming the punishment of dismissal. It is 
again not in dispute tliat the misconduct committed by the 
first party has not resulted into any financial loss to the 
management bank. Of course it is also not in dispute that 
the past record of the service of 12 years was without any 
blemish and adverse remarks against the first party. 
Therefore, keeping in view above factors, the nature of 
misconduct and so also not loosing the sight of the foot 
that he held a lowest post of Cleaner Cum Sepoy(Daflry). 
The aforesaid observations made by their Lordship of our 
Hon'ble High Court in the last Para of the above said 
decision, it appears to me that ends of justice will be met if 
the punishment of dismissal is reduced to punishment of 
termination of his services w.e.f. the date of or^r of 
dismissal made by the Disc4)linaiy Authority so as to enable 
him to get terminal benefits towards the services rendered 
by him. Accordingly reference is answered and following 
award is passed. 

AWARD 

The order of punishment of dismissal dated 20-3-99 
passed against the first party is hereby replaced by order 
of termination of his services w.e.f. 20-3-99. He shall be 
entitled to terminal benefits. No order to cost. 

(Dictated to PA transcribed by her corrected and 
signed by me on 26th July 2005). 

A.R SIDDIQUI, Presiding Officer 
2005 

31T.3136.— eftWm, 1947 
(1947 ^ 14) ^ «1RT 17 % 

102/2003)^ 

03-8-2005 ^ W ^ «n I 

[R. 1^^-12011/143/2003-afn^ 3nt(T^t.-II)] 

■dt. 

New Delhi, the 8th August, 2005 

S.O. 3136.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Goverimient hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 102/ 
2003) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, No. 2, Dhanbad as shown in the 
Annexure, in the Industrial Dispute between the 
employer in relation to the management of Central Bank of 
India and their workmen,which was received by the 
Central Government on 03-8-05. 

[No. L-12011/143/2003-IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARANA, Under Secy. 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE TEDS CENTRAL GO^TERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHA^AD. 

present 

Shii B. Biswas, Presiding Officer. 

In the mattefof an Industrial Di^te under Section 10(1) 
(d) of the I.D. Acfi 1947 

Reference No. 102 of2003 

PARTIES En^loyers in relation to the management 

of Zonal Manager, Central Bank of India 
andthdr workman. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the workman : None 

On behalf of the employers ; None 
State; Jharkhmid : Industry: Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 19th July, 2005. 

AWARD 

The (Jovt. of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of 
the powers confened on them under Section 10(l)(d) of 
the I.D. Act., 1947 has referred the following dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order No. 
H201 l/143/2003-IR(BII), dated the 29th Septeiiiber, 2003. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Central 
Bank of India in reverting Shri Amn Prakash. Poddai; 
Shii Mjay Narain Singh and Shri Ganesh Dutt Sharma 
fiomCrO toCleikbyinterpretingClause52.3.2along 
with 52.3.6 correct and justified ? If not, what relief 
^e the workmen entitled to?” 

2. In this case neither the concerned workmen nor 
their represesatative is found present. None also am)cars 
onbehalf of the nanagement. It transpires from the fecord 
that the instant reference is pending since 2003 for di^^osal. 
It also further transpires thk consecutive notices and draw 
cause notice were issued to the concerned 
workman/sponsoring union. As per Rule 10(B) of the I.D. 
Cerhi^ Rules, 1957 it is mandatory on the part of the 
concwned workman/spmisoring union to file Written 
Statement oA their behalf within 15 (fays from the date of 
receipt of the order of reference. The concerned 
workmen/sponsoring union not only violated the said 
provision of Rule but also did not consider necessary to 
respond to the notices issued by this Tribunal. Gesture of 
the workn^en/sponsoring union if is taken into 
consideration will e?q)Osecleariy that they are not interested 
to proceed with the hearing of this case. Hence the case is 
closed. Accordingly a ‘No dispute’ Avrard is passed in 
this reference presuming non-existence of any industrial 
dispute between the parties. 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 


2498 GI/2005—20 
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and worked for about 257 days in 1982,194 days in 1983 
and 120 days in the year 1984 as a Sub Staff; that apart 
from the above dates he worked continuously on daily 
wage from M^ch 1995 to February 1996 for a period of 249 
days as a sub staff to the utmost satisfection on the officials 
of the Second Party Bank inviting no adverse remarks 
during the above said period; that during the month of 
February 1996 the Second Party all of a sudden refused to 
provide work to the first Party without assigning any reason 
much less holding any enquiry and several representations 
made by him to the Second Party claiming work on daily 
wage basis gbne in vain as no action was taken by the 


N( !w Delhi, the 8th August, 2005 

S.O. 3 [37.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industtial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government lereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 32/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-* 
cum-Labour C ourt, Bangalore as shown in the Annexure, 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in 
relation to th(; management of Canada Bank and their 
workman, whi :h was received by the Central Government 
on 5-8-2005. 

[No. L-12012/15/2001-IR(B-I1)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

ETHEOMRALGOVERNMENT 
ETRIBUNALCUM-LABOURCOURT 
“SHRAM SADAN”, 

[ CROSS, n PHASE, TUMKUR ROAD, 
ANTHPUR, BANGALORE-560022 

Dated : 21st July, 2005 
eSENT ; SHRI A.R SIDDIQUI 
Presiding (Mficer 
CR NO. 32/01 

nPARTY 

rabhu. The Managing Director, 

aya. No. 58, Canara Bank, CB, 

^ost, Head Office, No. 112, J.C 

83 Road 

Bangaloi:e-56()002 

AWARD 

mtiai Gov^nmertt by exercising the powers 
Luse (d) of sub-section 2 A of the Section 10 
Disputes Act, 1947 has referred this dispute 
12012/15/2001/IR(B-II) dated 27th Apnl, 
:ation on the following schedule : 
schedule 

r Shri V. Piakash Piabhu, former daily wager 
1 in claiming regular employment from tlie 
lent of M/s. (3anara Bank, Bmigalore? If not, 
:f the disputant is entitled for?” 

se of the first party workman, as made out 
atement, in brief, is that he was working 
id Party as, Daily Wage worker since 1982 


Second Party in that regard; that on account of refusal of 
the work by the Second Party, the first party and his family 
have been put to great hardship; that in case services of 
first party are to be regularized no hardship will be caused 
to the Second Party. On the other hand it is the first party 
and his family will be put to hardship without any 
employment.and the earnings of the first party. 

3. The Second Party management filed its Counter 
Statement and interalia contended that it is a Nationalised 
Bank having several branches across the country'. The 
persons seeking employment to the bank are to follow the 
prescribed procedure and the service conditons governed 
by Sastry Award, Desai Award and Bipartite Settlement 
entered into between the Bank representative and All India 
Unions representing the workmen; that the bank has 
adopted a policy of engaging daily wagers to meet the 
exigencies and for smooth functioning of the bank it will 
engage daily wagers in the leave vacancy of the subordi¬ 
nate staff as tyell as whenever there is any temporary 
increase in the workload. For this purpose a panel of Daily 
Wagers will be maintained at the District Level empanelling 
the daily wagers to fulfill their requirements as 
qualifications, age etc. and sponsored by the Employment 
Exchange subject however, to the merits going tl4ough 
process of selection by an interview. These Daily Wagers 
are engaged on day to day basis and they will be eligible 
daily wages, for the day of their engagement. This being 
the case, the first party was never engaged as a daily wager 
nor empanelled in the list of daily wagers nor by way of 
process, by Employment Exchange. However, he was 
engaged as a Coolie on casual basis by Second Party’s 
Town Hall branch to meet temporary exigencies. Even 
otherwise the first party is not eligible forempanelment as 
a daily wager since he was engaged only as a Coolie for a 
period of less than 240 days on casual basis intermittently 
during the years 1995,1996. He did not work for 240 days in 
any 12 calendar months. He was engaged only for 159 
days and paid Coolie charges towards his work during the 
period 1995, 1996. Therefore, he cannot claim or raise 
disptue as discontinuation of his engagement by the 
Second party, did not attract any provisions of the ID Act 
or any ofiier Taw. Moreover, his services were discontinued 
during the year 1996 and whereas, he raised the dispute 
after a long delay and that itself shows lack of bonafides of 
his claim. The management denied the contentions of the 
first party that he worked imder it during the years 1982, 
1983 & 1984 for 257 days, 194 days and 120 days, 
respectively. It contended that the first party was engaged 
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only as a Coolie purely on casual basis only for 159 days 
inteimittently during the period flnm 15-4-1995 to 16-2-1996 
to meet the temporary exigencies. The management also 
denied the contention that the first party made several 
representations seddng employment and there was no 
action taken by it on such representations. The 
management finally requested this tribunal to reject the 
reference. 

4. Now therefore, in the light of the above, the points 
as per the reference to be gone into would be— 

“(1) Whether the first party said to be' former daily 
wager is justified in claiming regular 
from the management? 

(2) If not, to what relief the first party is entitled 

to?" 

5. During the course oftiial after filing of the Counter 

Statement by the management, the matter came to be posted 
for evidence to be adduced by the first party as burden of 
proof as per the above said point was cast wpon the first 
party. It is very unfortunate to note that the first party who 
made appearance through counsel before this tribunal 
remained absent through out the trail and there was also 
no representation on his behalf even by his counsel. He 
failed to adduce evidence when the matter was posted for 
the above said purpose and therefore, the Second Party 
Management was called upon to lead evidence in support 
of the various contentions taken by it in their Counter 
Statement. On behalf of the Second Party the Management 
examined one witness MW 1 and'got marked 4 documents 
at Ex. Ml to M4. 

6. The management witness in his affidavit by way 
of Examination Chief almost, reiterated ffie various 
contentions taken by the management in its Counter 
Statement. His averments at paia 4 of the affidavit relevant 
for the purpose and his statement in further examination 
chief referring to the aforesaid four documents are as 
under:— 

Para 4:1 submit that I have produced three registers 
called as General Charges Paid Registers fa: the period 
fi-om (1)2-6-94 to 6-3-95, (2) 7-3-95 to 8-11-95 and 
(3) 9-11-95 to 13-7-96, the said 3 registers iw be 
marked as Exhibit Ml, M2 and M3. That these 3 
exhibits, showthe charges and amounts paid to daily 
wagers, coolies and towards other expenses, as 
shown in said registers, that out of these 3 registas 
Ex. Ml is produced for the purpose of continuity 
with the other 2 registers i.e. Exhibit M2 mid Ej^bit 
M3, infact the period relating to the intermittent 
engagement of first party as Coolie for a total period 
of 161 days spreading between the period 1-4-95 to 
to 28-2-1996 are found in Exhibits M2 and M3 rasters 
(i.e. at page Nos. 32,39,44,48,53,62,67,74,79,83, 
87,93,98,105,109,113,127,132,136,147,152,157, 
162,165 and 185 of Exhibit M2 and the said entries 
relating to the first party in the said pages are marked 
as Ex. M2 Series). (Similarly at page Nos. 4,5,37,41, 
62,63,74 and 85 of Exhibit M3 and the said entries 
relating to the first party in the said pages are marited 


as Exhftnjs M3 series). 1 submit that Exhibit M2 ai^ 
M3 diows that the first party was engaged as a tolic 
intermittently for 161 d^ during the afijranentitmed 
paiod of 1-4-95 to 28-2-96 and coolie charges for 161 
days ^ paid to the first party. That infact foe first 

party is paid codie wages forpugh relevant vouchers 
baring on the reicvairt entries at Exhibit M2 mid M3, 

however those vouchers are not available with foe 
Second Party Branch, since they are misplaced at 
foe time of transfer fl»m one godown to the other 

godovfo of Second P«iy brMch. However Exhibits 
M2 and M3 are the Rcgiaters maintained in the usual 

course of busineiss and ttey give true and correct 

picture as to how many days cwrectly foe,first party 

was engaged by the Second Paity branch. I have 
proditecd attest^ True Copy of District Daily wagers 
list relating to Bangalore for the period 1983 to 1997 
to show that the first party is not included m the said 
daily lyagers list, rinoe foe first party was not oigaged 
as a daily wager, the said daily wagers district-wise 
list relating to Bmigalore is m^ed as Exhibit M4. 

m Further Eiammation Chief: 

“Today we hav^ filed three (jeneral Charges Paid 
Registers for the period from 02-06-1994 to 06-03- 
1995,07-03-1995to08-l 1-19995 and 09-11-1995 to 
13'fi7-1996 respectively marked as Ex. Ml to Ex. M3. 
The dtys and wages paid to the first party Imve 
been mentioned in my affidavit with reference to the 
. pages in the said Re^ster as Ex. M2 series, so also I 
have stated in my affidavit for the days and wages 
with i^erence to the pages as per Ex. M3 series.” 

7. The above said statement of management witness 

and the documents produced have gone uncontroverted 
and unchallenged there being no cross examination tofoe 
said witness onbehalf of the first party as Ke and his counsel 
also remained absent on the date, the above said witness 
was examined. The first party and his counsel again 
remained absent when the matter was taken up for 
arguments. Therefore, after hearing the learned counsel 
for the Second party, foe case is post^ for award. 

8. Learned Counsel for the Second Party in his 
argument submitted that foe statement of MW 1 h^ been 
very much corroborated by the documentaiy^ evidence 
marked before this tribunal at Ex. Ml to M4 and it is very 
much established by foe management that the first party 
worked only as a Coolie on daily wage basis, that too, 
during foe period 1995,1996 intermittently for 159 dtys 
and therefore, his claim before tliis tribunal to regularize 
his services is not maintainable. 

9. As seen above, as per the point of refoence an 
heavy burden was cast upon foe first party to ^tablish 
before this tribunal that he worked continuously for a period 
of240 days in 12 calendar months preceding his rcfiisal of 
service foe management bank in order to attract the 
provisions of l.D. Act. Though the first party took up the 
contention that he worked undo: management during foe 
years 1982,1983,1984for257 days, 194d^aad 129days 
respective^ smd furtha: woriced undo: the managcnient as 
a Daily Wager from March, 1995 to February K >6, for a 
period of 249 days, foiled to substanU;; iris case before 
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adducing any oral or documentary 
ted above, despite the fact that he made 
gh counsel and filed his Claim Statement, 
•ent to the proceedings before this tribunal 
:riod of more than one year. For the first 
5ted for evidence of first party on 30-6-04 
)ver by 28-06-05, then the argument of the: 
for the Second Party were heard and the 
; posted for award. The first party took no 
red about the proceedings before this: 
TC, having fiiiledto adduce either oral oj’ 
vidence to substantiate the various; 
i by him in his Claim Statement, the firsl; 
ily failed to disch^e the burden of prool^ 
y of reference points. However, as 
lanagement on its part has taken pains to 
liat truth of the matter by producing oral 
r evidence. The above said statement oI‘ 
te it abundantly clear that the first party 
the Second Party bank as a Coolie 
r 159 days during the period 1-4-95 to 
demeitt MWl has been fully supported 
by the docum^Uary evidence, viz. the 
^GeneralChargesPaidRegisters’ marked 
before thi|$ tribunal. MWl in his aforesaid 
the details referring to the various 
;ers to show as to how many da)^ actually 
ked under the management bank during 
[iod. The entries made in the above said 
pport to the statement of MWl. The 
management that the first party never 
wager and that he did not figure in 
of Daily Wagers is further proved in the 
M4 which is the attested copy of Daily 
? to Bangalore District fiDm 1983 to 1991 
mination chief as icen above, MWl has 
the name of the first party never figured 
agers list during the period from 1983 to 
the above said 6fai and documentary 
d by the management would establish 
t the first party was never engaged by 
Management as a Daily Wager in the 
1984 and that he was engaged by the 
"oolie on daily wages intermittently for a 
only during the year 1995 and 1996. The 
ce pressed into service on behalf of the 
Id make it further clear that during the 
96 which is the period relevant for the 
party never worked under the Second 
it either as a Daily Wager or as a Coolie 
IS continuously for a period of 240 days 
laim any relief under the provisions of 
IS regularization of his services by the 
aagement. Not only the first part\, as 
; failed to substantiate his case by 
1 or documentary evidence but also the 
entary evidence produced by the 
red to supra has gone unchalleng^ and 
behalf there being absolutely no cross 
W1 much less disputing the genuiness 
uced by the management. In the result 


there is no hesitation in the mind of this tribunal to hold 
that the claim put forth by the first party is not sustainable 
and accordingly the reference deserved to be rejected. 
Hence the fbllowing Award is passed. 

AWARD 

Reference is dismissed. No order to cost. 
(Dictated toPA transcribed by her corrected and signed 
by me on 21 st My, 2005.) 

A.R SEDDIQUI, Presiding Officer 
M 8 2005 

3138.—1947 
(1947 ^ 14) ^ 17% 

'=h4<+ltT 
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TTW 38/2002) % t, TTTSRK 

03-08-2005 f3Tr«ITI 

[7T. R^-120l1/208/2001-:31T^3m(%-lI)] 

Tit. 

New Delhi, the 8th August, 2005 
S.O. 3138.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref 38/2002) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No. 2, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure, 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Bank of India and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 3-8-2005. 

[No. L-12011/208/2001-IR{B-1I)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) 

AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT; 

Shri B. Biswas, Presiding Officer 
In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(l)(d) of the I.D. Act, 1947 
Reference No. 38 of 2002 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of Bank 
of India and their workman 
APPEARANCES; 

On behalf of the workman Mr. TN. Dubey, General 

Secretary, Bank of India 
Staff Association. 

On behalf of the employers ; None 
State ; Jharkhand Industry : Banking 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 11th July, 2005. 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of 
the powers conferred on them under Section 10(I)(d) of 
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the I.D. Act., 1947 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order No . L-12011/208/ 
2001-IR (B-II) dated, the 2nd May, 2001. 

SCBEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Bank of 

India, Patna in rejecting the application to Shri T.N. 

Dubey to become member of Bank of India Retired 

Employee Medical Assistance Scheme is justified? 

If not, what relief is the disputant entitled to ?” 

2. The case of the concerned workman according to 
written statement submitted by the ^onsorii^ union in 
biiefis as follows: 

The sponsoring union submitted that the concerned 
workman joined the services of the management as Clerk 
on 10-10-1965. They submitted that after conviction of 35 
years of service when he was as special Assistant, he 
sought for voluntary retirement from service. The 
competent authority of the Bank permitted the petitioner 
to retire from service voluntarily and he was relieved from 
service at the close of the Business hours of 15-12-2000. 
On the date of his retirement he attained the age of 58 
years. After his retirement from service Bank i.e. the 
management sanctioned his terminal benefit which he was 
entitled to draw under service rules and the employees 
pension regulations 1995 of the Bank. They submitted that 
the management/Bank has introduced a scheme called 
“Bank of India Retired Employees Medical Assistance 
Scheme” which has come into force w.e.f. 4-12-97. The 
object of the said scheme is to provide financial assistance 
in meeting partly or fully, within the specified limit, 
hospitalisation e}q)onses for treatment of specified diseases/ 
ailments to retir^ employees and their Rouses, where 
expenditure involved is large and the treatment is taken at 
hospitals/nursing homes which have been approved by 
the Bank for that purpose. Clause 4 of the scheme provides 
for membership. They submitted that as per Clause 4(d) of 
the Medical Assistance Scheme, 1997 its benefit can be 
availed of by the staff/workmen who voluntarily gets 
retirement from the Bank’s service in toms of the provisions 
of Bank of India Envloyees Pension R^ulation, 1990 after 
convlotion of 55 yrs. of age or 30 years of service in the 
Bank and not gairdiilly employed. They submitted that the 
said medical boiefit scheme is one of the welfore measure 
introduced by the Bank to its retired employees or who 
would be retiring from service on attaining the age of 
sivorarmuation. The Baidc has introduced this scheme with 
the sole object of providing financial assistance either 
partly or fully for treatment of specified diseases within the 
specified limit to hospitals/nursing home approved by the 
Bank. They submitt^ that the concerned workman after 
his voluntary retirement from service applied for 
membership of the scheme in the prescribed fimn along 
with demand draft valued Rs. 5400 which is equal to half of 
the basic salary last drawn by him by his application dt 
21-4-2001. The respondent Bank of its communication dt 
9-5-2001 has retur^ the ai^lication mid the draft to the 
petitioner stating that the fodliti^ for voluntarily retired 
employees has since been withdrawn. Being aggrieved with 
the decision of the respondent Bank the concerned 
workman raised an industrial dispute brfore the ALG(C) 


Patna for conciliation which ultimately resulted reference 
to this Tribunal. It is the specific allegation of the 
sponsoring union that the management illegally, arbitrarily 
and violating the norms as laid down in the said scheme 
has refused to accept the membership of the concerned 
workman. Accordingly the sponsoring union submitted 
prayer to pass award directing the management to extend 
the facility for benefit of medical assistance scheme in 
favour of the concerned workman, and his espouse from 
the date of his application dt 21-4-2001 along with other 
con^uential bei^ts if any. 

3. Management on the contrary after filing Written 
Statement-cum-rejoinder have denied all the claims and 
allegations which the spemsoring union asserted in the 
Written Statement submitted on behalf of the concerned 
workman They submitted that rejection of the application 
of the concerned workman for menfoership of the “Bank 
ofindia Retired Employees Medical Assistance Scheme” 
was justified. They submitted that the said scheme 
contains thet conditions for being member under it and is 
administered through a specially constituted managing 
cornmittee which consists of General Manager and Dqjuty 
General Manager (HR) of the Bank, representative from 
the Bank of India Officers Association, representative 
Federation of Bank of India Staff Union and an officer 
nominated by the General Manager (HR) who acts as 
Member Secretary. They submitted that as per Clause 4 
of the said scheme it is evident that the employees getting 
voluntary retirement under the Bank’s Voluntary 
Retirement Scheme—2(K)0 (VRS-2(K)0) have not been made 
eligible for membership. The concerned workman Shri TN. 
Dubey retiring under VR.S. 2000 has no locus standi to 
claim for menfoership of the Scheme. They submitted that 
the concerned workrnan was a Staff Clerk in the Bank and 
had taken Voluntary Retirement in terms of Specially 
devised Scheme known as VR. Scheme 2000 which was 
not covered under the said condition. It has been 
specifically clarified under clause 4 of the said Scheme 
that the employees closing service of the Bank for other 
reasons will not be eligible for membership benefits under 
the Scheme, llius en^loyees retiringundCT VR.S. 2000 is 
not included und^ this Scheme. Further they submitted 
thftthe managing committee administering the said medical 
assistance scheme has also taken a considered decision 
during its meeting held on 20-3-2001 that the ^iq>kfyees 
taking\bluntary Retirement under the Bank’s VR.S. 2000 
carmot be admitted as members of the scheme till the 
fund position of the scheme Hiq)roves. This decision was 
conveyed for information to all by Bank’s Cifculm dtd. 
4-4-2001. They further submitted that the said medical 
assistance scheme is not a statutmy sch^ne and is getting 
fund out of the Bank’s Staff Welfaire Fund. The scheme 
would certainly be rendering unviable if menfoership is 
provided to about 7500 persons (Staining voluntary 
retirement under VRS—2000. If it is so thentiiis scheme 
will certainly be wound up. In view of the facts and 
circumstances stated above it has b^n submitted by the 
management that the claim of the concerned wenkman for 
becoming amember of the said scheme cannot be accepted 
and as such should be rejected straightway. 
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employees ofthe Bank with 15 years 
rears of age, as on 01 -11 -2000. 


The following employees are not eligible for 
Voluntary Retirement under the Scheme:— 

(a) Specialist Officers/Employees who have executed 
service bonds and have not completed it, 
Employees/Officers serving abroad under special 
arrangements/bonds, will not be eligible for VRS 
(the Board of Directors may, however, waive this 
subject to fulfilment of the bend/other 
requirements). 

(b) Employees against whom disciplinary proceedings 
are ccmtemplated/pending or are under suspension. 

(c) Employees appointed on contract basis. 

(d) Any other category of employees as may be 
specified by the Board.” 

The claim of the concerned workman appears to be 
quite different. The concerned workman pointing out clause 
4 (d) of Bank of India Retired Employees Medical 
Assistance Scheme submitted categorically that he is ver>^ 
much entitled to enrol his name as member of the said 
Scheme. Clause 4(d) speaks as follows;— 

“Those who have taken voluntary retirement from 
the Bank’s Service in terras of the provisions of 
Bank of India Employees Pension Regulation, 1990 
after completion of 55 years of age or 30 years of 
service in the bank and not gainfully employed are 
eligible to enrol their names as members under the 
said Scheme.” 

The concerned workman disclosed that he joined 
his service under the management as clerk on-10-10-65. 
After successful completion of the probationary period he 
was confirmed in the post by the management and after 
con^letion of 35 years of service when he was special 
Assistant he sought for voluntary retirement from service. 
The competent authority of the Bank permitted the 
petitioner to retire from service voluntarily and he was 
relieved from service at the close of Business hours on 
15-12-2000. On the date of his retirement he attained the 
age of 58 years. This witness further disclosed that as per 
Pension Regulation Scheme, 1995 introduced by the 
management he is eligible for Pension and he is drawing 
Pension under the said Scheme. Disclosing this fact the 
concerned workman submitted that in no circumstance the 
competent authority can refuse to allow him to become 
amember particularly when he fulfils the conditions for 
membership as laid down in clause 4(d) ofthe Bank of 
India Retired Employees Medical Assistance Scheme. The 
plea which has been taken by the management is that as it 
is not possible to enrol 7500 employees who have been 
retired under VR. S. —2000 to become members ofthe said 
scheme due to shortage of fund they could not consider 
the claim of the concerned workman. As per the eligibility 
criteria of VR Scheme an employee who completed 15 years 
of service or 40 years of age as wi 1-11-2000 is eligible to 
submit Voluntary retirement under VR. Scheme 2000. 
Therefore, as per the said scheme an employee who fulfils 
criteria (a) is eligible to get benefit of the said VR. Scheme. 
Clause 4 of Bank of India Retired Employees Medical 
Assistance Scheme, however does not provide any facility 
to enrol the^ name of any retired employee who gets 
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voluntaiy retirement on completion of 15 years of service 
or attaining 40 years of age as on l-l 1-2000. The case of 
the concerned workman should not be equated with the 
eligibility criteria as laid down under Mduntary Retiremem 
Scheme. It is seen that the concerned workman opted for 
his voluntary retirement after compton of his-35 years of 
service particularly when he got his eligibility to draw 
Pension as per Bank of India Pension Regulation, 1995. 
Even if this Voluntary Retirement Scheme 2000 was not 
introduced by the management as per clause 4(d) of the 
said Medical Assistance Scheme the concerned workman 
would get his eligibility to enrol his nmne as member tmder 
Medical Assistance Scheme on his tendering reaction 
his voluntary retirement otherwise. Therefore, it is clear 
that special \bluntaiy Retirement Schone 2000 did ncAafi^ 
the eligibility criteria to get membership of the concerned 
workman under the said Medical Scheme. Considering this 
fact there is sufficient reason to believe that taking the plea 
of this V R. Scheme of2000 the competent authority iatsiM 
to ignore the claim ofthe concerned workman for enrolling 

his mftmhftTshtp under the said Medical Assistance Scheme 
which I consider is absolutdy illegal arbitrary not only but 
also it violated the principle of natural justice. The 
management as per the said Medical Assistance Scheme is 
bound to enrol membership of the employee who have got 
their voluntary retirement otherwise or under the special 
scheme if it is found that the said employee has fulfilled tte 
condition as laid down under clause 4 ofthe Bank of India 
Retired Eiiqiloyees Medical Assistance Scheme. After 
careful consideration of all the material facts I find sufficient 
ground to hold that management illegally and arbitrarily 
refused to enrol the name of the concerned workman as 
member of the Employees Medical Assistance Scheme 
particularly when it has been proved beyond all shadow of 
doubt that he has fulfilled the condition as laid down in 
clause 4(d) of the said scheme. 

In the result, the following Award is rendered:— 
“The action of the management of B^ of India, 

Patna in rejecting the applicationofShriT.N. Dubey 
to become member of Bank of India Retired Enqjlojiee 
Medical Assistance Scheme is not justified 
Consequently, he is entitled to be enrolled as member 
of the Bank of India Retired Ernployees Medical 
Assistance Scheme if he re-submitsthe application 
in the prescribed form duly filled in along with the 
subscription within three months from the date of 
publication of the Award in the Gazette of India.” 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 
^ 8 3n^, 2005 

3IT. 3139.—1947 
(1947^14) ^ 17 % 

ii ■'T.-2 

49/2003) ^ 

^ 03-08-2005 ^ ^ I 

t^-12011/242/2002-31T^ 3TRC^.-II)] 


l4ew Delhi, the 8th August, 2005 

S.O. 3139.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
(jovemment hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 49/2003) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Ho, 2, Hew ^Ihi as shown in the 
Annexure, in the industrial Dispute betwo» the 
enqiloyers in relatkm to themanagemem (rfSmafl industry 
Develi^eiit Bank of India and their worianan, which was 
reedvedby the Central Government on03-8-2005. 

[No. L-1201 l/ 242 / 2002 -IR(B-n)] 

C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE. 

. BEFORE THE PRESlDINGOraCER: CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT-n, RAJENDRABHAWAN, 
GROUND FLOOR, RAJENDRA PLACE^ 

NEW DELHI 

Presiding Officer: R. N. RAL L D. NO. 49/2003 
In the Matter cf:— 

The President, 

Ddhi Mazdoor Sangathan (Regd.), 

PlotNo, 1, UdasinMandir, 

AramBa^ Paharganj, 

New Delhi. 

VERSUS 

The Chief M^ging Director, 

Small Industries Development Bank of India, 

\bdeocon Tower, Jhandewalan Extension, 

New Delhi. 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. 
L-12011/242/2002/IR (B-II) Central Government dt. 
22-04-2003 has referred the followingpoint for adjudicatioa 

The point runs as hereunder:— 

“Whether the action* of the management tf Small 
Industries DevdqfMnent Bank of India, New Delhi in 
not regularizing the services of S/Shri Ram Avtar. 
S/o. Ram Chander,Rajesh,S/o Late NathuRani,Raju 
S/o Dharma, Nare^ Kumar, S/o Late Bishanfoar airi 
OmPiakash S/o NanakChandfiumthe date of their 
initial appo intme n t is just, fair and le^? It not, what 
relief the concerned workmen are entitled to and from 
which date?”. 

The reference was received in 2003 and notice was 
issued to the President of the OrganizatiorL He did nottum 
up. He has not filed statement of claim. Notices have been 
sent a gain on 27-04-2005 still none has turned up. No 
statement of claim has been filed. 

No dispute award is givert 

Date: 26-07-2005. 

R N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
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rT^R 18/2001) ^ ' ij4)irv i d 

^ 5-8-2005 ^ ^3fTT STTI 
’ ■^-12012/152/2000-3^1^ 3fTR (^. 11) ] 
■^FTT^RTir, 31^ 

'elhi, the 8th August, 2005 
-In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
s Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
i^publishestheawaid(Rcf No. 18/2001) 
anment Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
as shown in the Annexure in the 
between the employers in relation to 
MjayaBank and their workmen, which 
by the Central Government 

[No. L-12012/152/2000-IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secj. 

ANNEXURE 

IE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
RIBUNALrCUM-LABOUR COURT 
“SHRAM SADAN” 
lOSS,nPHASE,TUMKURROAD, 
rHPUR, B ANGALORE -560 021 
tated :27th July 2005 
PRESENT: 

HRI A.R SIDDIQUI 
Presiding Officer 
C.R No. 18/01 
nParty 

iry, The Regional Manager, 

zees Mjaya^nk, 

Head Office, 

41/2, M.G. Road, 

Trinity Circle, 

Bangalore-560 001 

AWARD 

i Government by exercising the powers 
(d) of sub-section 2 A of the Section 10 
)utes Act, 1947 has referred this dispute 
12012/152/2000/IR(B-II) dated 12th 
ijudication on the following schedule: 


2 . While challenging the impugned punishment order 
terminating his services, in his Claim Statement at paras 3 
to 5, the case made out by the first party workman reads as 
under:— 

Para 3:—That the workman was working as clerk at 
Bhatkal Branch, he has been performing his duty 
with honesty, integrity, devotion and diligence. He 
has blemishless service. On 29-8-96 the Second Party 
issued a charge sheet alleging that the workman is 
remaining absent fi-om dutyunauthorizedly and very 
frequently without prayer sanction of leave and without 
even intimating the authorities in disregard to the leave 
rules of the bank, it is alleged that the workman is 
unauthorisedly absent for 298 days on 63 occasions 
Ifom 5-4-94 to 9-3-96. It is further alleged that he has 
submitted leave application belatedly in violation of 
leave rules, he also submitted leave application and 
medical certificate after reporting of duty. 

Para 4 ;—That the workman has not submitted any 
reply to the charge sheet, the Second Party conducted 
the enquiry. The Second Party examined one witness 
and 63 documents. The enquiry officer held that all 
the charges are proved. It is relevant to submit that 
the workman was not given any opportunity to cross 
examine the witnesses. On 29-9-07 a notice 
proposing punishment of removal was served on 
the workman. They submitted a reply dated 8th 
October 1987. In the reply he requested that he may 
be given an opportunity to continue his service. He 
also submitted that the absence is due to distress 
and his family problems. The disciplinary authority 
without considering the reply has passed the order 
ofremovalthe same is illegal The workman submitted 
an appeal to the appellate authority on 3-1-98 the 
Appellate Authority- has not considered the appeal 
on its merits. The First Party Union raised a dispute 
before the consolation Officer under the ID Act, The 
Second Party filed a counter Statement before the 
consolation officer and stated that the workman 
absent for several period from 1989. It is relevant 
submit that in respect of the allegation of absence 
from 1989 to 1993 a charge sheet was issued and the 
matter was closed after issuing punishment of 
withdrawal of one increment. Therefore, the 
consideration the allegation for absence from 1989 
to 1993 is vitiated the process of decision making in 
imposing the penalty. Therefore, the workman is 
entitle for the rehef claimed. 

Para 5 :—That the medical certificate and leave 
application submitted by the workman was not 


SCHEDULE considered by the Second Party- Therefore, the enquiry 

. \ijaya Bank is justified in terminating against the workman is in violation of the 

Shri S, Krishna Mogera, Qerk, Bhatkal Principles of Natural justice and contrary to the facts 

t, what relief the workman is entitled Wherefore, the first party prays that this court be 

pleased to answer the reference in favour of the 
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PTq)armg deposit rece^ and other coiinected 


wQ tlrman and declare that the order of removal dated 
22-12-97 is illegal and to grant all consequential 
benefits in the interest of justice and equity.” 

3. The Second Parly Management bank filed its 
counter statemept and resisted the Claim of the first party 
m/em/ia contending that the first party joined its services 
as a sub staff on 2-11-73 and was prornoted as Oerk on 
1 -7-81 and his total period of service was 24 years as on the 
date he was removed fimn service. At Para 5 of the Counter 
statement, the nature of the duties of Clerk would have 6feen 
carried out by the first party workman are given as under 

(1) WorkingintheCountprinSB,CutrentDq)osits 
etc., like preparing slips entering the ledger, 
entering cheques in ledger. 


work in deposits. 

(3) Writing sub-dayS, 

(4) Writing daybooks and General Ledger; 

(5) Preparing stateinmts& returns 

(6) Assisting in loans, bills department 

(7) Other Miscellaneons work. 

4. AtPara8,dieiiiariag6tnentcoDtead6dtbatv^e 
woiking as a Clerk the first party remamed unanthmedly 
absent fiom duly for a total numiber of 491 days on dUferent 
occasions between 31-7-89 and 4-2-93. He was charge 
sheeted and was purushed Sot Us unauthorized absence 
and allied acts of proven misconduct as many as 7 
occasions. The details of the punishihent imposed on the 
first party are given as under:— 


SI. Chaise Sheet No. 

No. & date. 

Period of 

unauthorized 

absence 

No. of 
charges 

ClauM/fubctause 
ofCh^[rter XK of 
Bipartite Settlement, 
1966 under udiich he 
was charge sheeted 

Outcome 
of the 
Depart¬ 
ment at 
enquiry 

Nature of Punishment 
and date 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

1. MNZ/IKS/CS/44/89 
dated 10-10-89 

23 days 
between 

31-7-89 and 
31-8-99 

2 

19.7(a) 

19.5(e) 

Proved 

In alt Stc^age of one 
increment tenq>orarily for a 
period of six months vide final 
order No. MNZ/IRS/24556/ 
89-90 dated 17-3-90. 

2. MNZ/lRS/CS/53/89 
dated 12-12-89 

29 days 
between 

7-10-89 and 
13-11-89 

2 

19.7(a) 

19.5(e) 

Proved 

In all Stoppage of one incre¬ 
ment for a period of one year 
tempOT'arily vide Final Order 

No. MNZ/IRS/3754/9091 
dated 28-5-90 

3. MNZ/IRS/CS/6/91 
dated 13-12-91 

24 days 
between 

4-1-90- and 
17-11-90 

3 

19.7(a) 

19.5(a5 

19.5(e) 

Proved 

In all Stoppage of one incre¬ 
ment temporarily for a period 
of SIX Months vide final order 
Nc. MNZ/IRS/8704/91-92 
dated 9-8-91 and MNZ/IRS/ 
11484/91-92 dated I?.-9-91 

4. MNZ/IRS/CS/45/91 
dated 30-10-91 

161 days 
between 
21-3-91 and 
23-9-91 

2 

19.7(a) 

19.5(c) 

proved 

In alt Stc^age of one ituse- 
ment temporarily f«r one year 
vide final order No. MNZ/filS/ 
23087/91-92 dated 14-3-92 

5. PER/IRD/C S/72/92 

dated 21-8-92 

141 days 
between 
30-9-91 and 
11-5-92 

5 

19.7(a) 

19.7(d) 

19.5(c) 

19.50) 

19.6(0 

Proved 

In all punishment of stoppage 
of two increments permanently 
vide final order No.PER/lRD/ 
988/93 dated 27-2-93 

6. PER'IRD/CS/2 43/93 
dated 5-10-93 

17 days 
between 

16- 6-93 and 

17- 8-93 

4 

19.7(a) 

19.5(e) 

19.50) 

19.5(0 

19.5(0 

Proved 

In all one increment was 
stopped tonporarily for 

a period of six months vide 
order No. PER/IRD/1993/94 
dated 8-6- 94 

7. PER/lRD/CS/19/94 
dated 21-3-94 

16 days 
between 

8-11-93 and 
4-12-93 

4 

19.7(a) 

19.5(e) 

19.50) 

19.5(0 

Proved 

In all in^osition of punish¬ 
ment of Censure and Stoppage 
of one increment permanently 
was ordered vide final Mrder No. 
PER/IRD/I21/96 dated 28-1-95 


2498 Gl/2005—21 
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6. That the 
14-9-96 admii 
unconditionally 
treat the matter ui 
of 1966. Hisreqm 
of the said settle 
such a treatment, 
on the aforesaid ( 
again the first pa 
and participatet 


nanagement further contended that the 
ithority in all the 7 occasions treated the 
isence of the workman as loss of pay and 
: to repeat such or similar misconduct i:n 
party failed to mend his attitude. He once 
absent from duty unauthoriscdly for a 
tays on 63 occasions between 5-4-94 to 
sd to report for duty despite the directions 
nagement. He went on submitting leave 
atedly, some times, on medical grounds a 
on the ground ‘Urgent work’ and ‘on 
: Work’. Theifefore, in the light of the above 
ces, the management decided to initiate 
Liiiy proceedings against the first part\' for 
rordingly charge sheet dated 29-8-96 was 
dngthe following four charges :— 

le is alleged to have remained absent from 
imauthorisedly without adhering to the 
rules of the bank which would amount to 
misconduct under sub-clause (a) of Clause 
f Chapter XDC of the Bipartite Settlement, 

lis alleged habitual act of remaining absent 
luty, unauthorisedly would amount to his 
g committed the gross misconduct under 
ause (f) clause 19.5 of Chapter XIX of the 
ite Settlement, 1966. 

lis alleged act of non compliance of lawfijl 
easonable instructions of his officials 
iors would amount to his having 
itted the gross misconduct under sub- 
(3) of Clause 19.5 of Chapter XIX of 
ite Settlement, 1966. 

liis alleged action of remaining absent 
lorisedly and continuously without am' 
tion to the Second Party for a period of 48 
om 11-9-95 to 28-10-95 would amount to 
iving committed the gross misconduct 
sub-clause (p) of Qause 19.5 of “Bipartite 
lent, 1966”. 

first party submitted his explanation dated 
ting the charges voluntarily and 
requesting the disciplinary authority to 
der Clause 19.12(e) of Bipartite Settlement 
st to treat the matter under Clause 19.12(e) 
nent was rejected as he did not deserve 
Therefore, enquiry officer was appointed 
:harge sheet, during which enquiry, once 
rty' admitted the charges of misconduct 
t in enquiry proceedings. During the 


Charge No. 2: 


enquiry the management produced oral and documentaiy 
evidence and the learned Enquiry Officer based on the 
material placed before him submitted his findings holding 
the workman guilty of all the four cliarges. The first part) 
having received the enquiry report, by his letter dated 
15-9-97 the first party did not wish to submit any 
representation with regard to the enquiry report. Therefore, 
taking'into consideration, the past service records of the 
workman and gravity' of the misconduct cormnitted by him. 
the Disciplinary Authority by its order dated 20-9-97 
proposed the following punishments ;— 

Charge Punishment 

ChargeNo. 1; Stoppage of one increment 
temporarily for a period of six months. 

Charge No. 2 : Removal from the service of the Bank 

with Superannuation benefits as 
would be due otherwise at this stage 
and without disqualification from 
future employment. 

Charge No. 3 ; Removal from the service of the Bank 

with Superannuation benefits as 
would be due otherwise at this stage 
and without disqualification from 
future employment. 

ChargeNo, 4: Stoppage' of two increments 

permanently. 

7. Those punishments were to nm concurrently. The 
order proposing the above said punishment was 
communicated to the first party and he was giv'cii an 
opportunity of hearing. He submitted his representation 
dated 8-10-97 requesting that he may be given an 
opportunity to continue in the service with an assurance 
that he would be regular in his duties in future. Not being 
satisfied with the reply of the first party and after going 
through the entire conneaed records and his past service 
records, the aforesaid punishment orders were confirmed 
by the Disciplinary Authority vide order dated 29-11-97. 
At Para 27 of the Counter Statement, the management 
contended that the Domestic Enquiry conducted against 
the first party is in compliance with the provisions of above 
said settlement and also in accordance with the principles 
of natural justice. At para 28 it contended that the first 
party since failed to mend his ways or reform himself despite 
being charge sheeted and punished as many as 7 times for 
his unauthorised absence, as a last resort, the disciplinary' 
authority decided to take a punitive action against the first 
party as on account of long and frequent unauthorised 
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absence of the first party, the management business 
was dislocated and disrupted. He has been awarded 
punishment of removal from service after weighing the pros 
and cons of the need to show compassion and need to 
maintain organisation efficacy. The punishment therefore, 
was commensurate with the gravity of the misconducts 
committed by the first party. There cannot be any 
compromise in the guise of sympathy in a case of such a 
gross indiscipline. Therefore, the management requested 
this tribunal to dismiss the reference. 

8. Keeping in view the respective contentions of the 

parties with regard to the fairness and validity of the enquiry 

proceedings, this tribunal on 4-6-04 framed the following 
Preliminary Issue: 

“Whether the Domestic Enquiry conducted against 
the first party by the Second Party is fair and 
proper?” 

On 8-2-2005, learned counsel for the first party filed a 
memo conceding the fairness of the enquiry proceedings 
and therefore, finding was recorded to the effect that 
Domestic Enquiry held against the first party was fair and 
proper. And the matter came to be posted to hear onmerits 
of the case. 

9. On 16-6-05 and 7-7-05, learned counsels 
representing the respective parties since remained 
absent, arguments on merits were taken as heard 
and case is posted this day for award. 

10. Keeping in view the finding recorded by this 
Tribunal holding the Domestic Enquiry held against 
the first party by the Second Party is fair and proper, 
the next two questions to be gone into by this tribunal 
would be as to “Whether the findings of the Enquiry 
Officer suffered from any perversity and as to whether 
the punishment imposed upon the first party removing 
him from service was disproportionate and not 
commensurate keeping in view the misconduct 
committed by him”? 

11. In order to appreciate the question about the 
perversity of the findings, it appears to me worthwhile 
to bring on record the very observations made and 
the reasonings assigned by the learned Enquiry 
Officer on charges 1 to 4 levelled against the first party 
found on pages 3 to 7 of the enquiry report running as 
under:— 

Charge No. 1 : MWl i.e. Shri B. Vishwanath 
Shetty, the incumbent Branch Manager of 
Bhatkal branch at page No. 3 of Enquiry 
Proceedings had deposed that he is fully aware 
of the circulars and guidelines prescribed by 
the bank vide codified circular 
Nos. 65/93 and 101/93 and had explained briefly 
the sailent features thereof. 

Before dwelling upon the alleged lapses on the part 
of CSE, let me discuss here the relevant provisions 


of “Leave Rules” ofthe Bank laid down inHO codified 

Circulars No. 65/93 and 101/93, which have bearing 

on the charges levelled.agmnst CSE. 

(i) An employee who desires to obtain leave of 
absence, other than casual leave, shall apply 
in writing to the Branch Manager in the 
prescribed leave ^>plication Form (11 -98). Such 
application for privilege Leave shall be made 
not less than one month before the date from 
which the leave is to commence, except in 
urgent cases or unforeseen circumstances 
including illness when it is not possible to do 
so. 

(ii) No leave or extension of leave shall be deemed 
to have been granted unless an order to that 
effect is passed and communicated to the 
employee concerned. 

Cni) Leave of all kinds cannot be claimed as of right, 
when the exigencies of service so require, 
discretion to refuse or revoke leave of aity 
description is reserved to the authority 
granting it. 

(iv) An employee other than a member of the 
Executive Committee of a registered Trade 
Union of Bank Employees will not be entitled 
to take privilege leave or more than 3 occasions 
in a calendar year. 

(v) Even in the case of casual leave, ordinarily, the 
previous permission of the sanctioning 
authority shall be obtained before taking such 

leave and when this is not possible, the said 

authority shall be informed as soon as 
practicable in writing or if writing is not 
possible, orally or through any person, of the 
employee’s absence. In any event, a written 
application shall be submitted to such authority 
latest on the date of the employee resumes 
duty or enter in the Casual Leave Card, as the 
case may be. 

(vi) Staff members seeking leave on medical 
grounds should invariably submit medical 
certificate along with leave api^ication or within 
3 days from the date of application seeking 
leave on medical grounds. In case an 
application for Sick Leave is submitted after 
inordinate delay without proper justification, 
file delay cannot be condoned and period of 
absence upto the date of receipt of leave 
application should be treated as unauthorised 
absence and hence on loss of pay. 
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If an Employee is absent for more than a day 
and if there is no leave application from the 
emplo i^ee, his/her absence should normally be 
treated as unauthorised and hence on loss of 


CSE only on the date of his resuming duty (barring 
one or two cases). In so far as the CSE had submitted 
the leave applications belatedly non all the 63 
occasions which is in contrast to the leave rules of 


pay- 
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i^Ex. M1 to Ex M63 Le. leave applications 
dated submitted by the CSE to the 
jibserved that on all the 63 occasions of 
duty of the CSE, the leave applications 


the bank, such action construes habitual and 
consequently the absence of CSE in violation of leave 
rules of the bank becomes unauthorised. 
Accordingly, I hold that charge No. 2 is proved 
against CSE. 
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he CSE’s action of submission of leave 
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he hftd the oj^iosi of sulnnitting the 
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by submitting the leave applications 
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I see force in the contentions of 
;er in this regard. Ex. Ml to Ex. M63 
le leave applications in respect of his 
ijious periods were submitted by the 


Charge No. 3 : The Presenting Officer has cited 6 
documents viz. Ex. M64, 65, 66, 67, 69 and 70 in 
support of the charge. He has further submitted that 
the CSE was advised in. the past by various 
Disciplinary Authorities to be careful and not to 
repeat such or similar misconduct in future which are 
evidenced from Ex. M72 to Ex. M78. Receipt of Ex. 
M64, 65, 66, 67, 69, 70, 72 to 78 by the CSE is not 
denied by him. Each letter referred supra addressed 
to CSE by his controlling authority (Ex M64,65,66, 
67, 69 and 70) viz. the Branch Manager, i.e., MWl 
speaks that the CSE had remained absent from duty 
unauthorisedly without submitting the leave 
application. But the CSE had disregarded, the said 
instructions of his controlling authority and 
continued to be absent from duty unauthorisedly on 
subsequent occasions also as are evident from Ex. 
M25 to Ex. M63, In Ex. M67 and 69 i.e. letters dated 
16-9-1995 and 5-12-1995 addressed to CSE by his 
controlling authority i.e. MWl, the CSE was 
instructed to report back for duty immediately, 
whereas, it is observed from Ex M53 and Ex. M57 i.e. 
leave applications dated 30-10-95 and 14-12-95 that 
the CSE continued to be absent from duty 
unauthorisedly till 28-10-95 and 
13-12-95 respectively, which implies that CSE had 
disobeyed the instructions of his official superior. 
(Ex. M66) addressed to him by the RM, RQ-Shimoga 
calling for his explanation in respect of his 
unauthorised absence. Further, from Ex M-72 to Ex. 
M-78 i.e. copies of the proceedings of various 
Disciplinary Authorities in the matter of disciplinary 
proceedings initiated against CSE in the past, it is 
observed that while imposing appropriate 
punishment to CSE for his proven misconduct of 
unauthorized absence and disobeyal of lawful and 
reasonable orders of the management etc., the CSE 
was advised not to repeat such or similar misconduct 
in future. Even though the CSE was r^aledly 
advised for 6 times subsequent to the first order dated 
17-2-1990 not to repeat his above misconduct, the 
records placed before the enquiry reveal that CSE 
had unheeded to such advice and the misconduct 
on his part recurred again and again. From the 
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foregoing discussions, I hold that charge No. 3 is 
proved against CSE. 

Charge Na 4 : It is observed from Ex. M-53 i.e. leave 
explication dated 30-10-1995 that the CSE ha(| 
remained abs^t from duty from 11 -9-95 to 28-10*95 * 
for which the leave application was submitted by 
him on 3-10-95 only, which means that in respect of 
his absence for such a long duration of 48 d^s there 
was no intimation to the branch till the CSE had 
resumed duty on 30-10-95. Such conduct of CSE is a 
breach of leave rules of the Bank and his absence for 
the* above period construes unauthorised. 
Accordingly, I hold that charge No. 4 is proved 
against CSE. 

The CSE in his oral submissions at the enquiry has 
stated that though in some cases of his absence 
necessary medical certificates were got produced by 
him, he was really sick. Besides, he had said that his 
mother and wife were not keeping good health and 
hence he could not attend the office on few 
occasions which was intentional and for such action 
he may be pardoned. 

1 do not see any merit in the above representation 
made by the CSE. In the absence of medical certificate 
in si]i{xort of his purported illness, the contention of 
CSEthat he was really sick on some occasions cannot 
be accepted. The CSE’s place of residence is 
<XP^6ntly in Baindur which is hardly 20 Kms away 
from Bhatkal branch. If the CSE really had genuine 
and pressing domestic problems, he could have 
apprised the Branch Manager of his difficulties in 
attending the office and took the latter’s permission 
for 1^ absence. He could have sent letters to the 
Branch Manager e?q)l£uiting his difficulties which also 
he had failed to do. No evidence was produced by 
him to substate that under certain compelling 
circumstances he was prevented from apprising the 
facts either orally or in writing to the controlling 
authority' and submission of his leave applications 
in time in consonance with the leave rules of the 
bank. His other contentions also do not bear any 
force. Consequently, all the charges against CSE 
stand. 

Conclusion : On analyzing all aspects of the case 
and giving a thoughtful consideration to the oral as 
well as documentary evidences adduced before the 
enquiry. I conclude that all the four charges framed 
against CSE in charge sheet No. PER: IRD: CS: 39/ 
96 dated 29-8-1996 are proved and established. ” 


12. As could be read from the Enquiry Report, in 
order to substantiate the charges of misconduct against 
the first party, the management examined one witness as 
MWl and got marked in all 82 documents at Ex. MEXl to 
MEX 82. As could be read from the enquiry proceedings 
as well as the enquiry findings, the first party did not 
choose to cross examine the management witness nor 
challenged the genuniess or veracity of the documentary 
evidence produced by the management. Learned Enquiry 
Officer as could be read from his findings dealt in with the 
above said evidence pressed into service on behalf of the 
management, concerning 4 charges of misconduct leveled 
against the first party and rightly came to the conclusion 
that all the aforesaid 4 charges have been established 1^ the 
management by sufficient and legal evidence. That apail as 
noted above, from the very beginning itself i.e. while giving 
reply to the charge Sheet and then during the course of 
enquiry, the first party has admitted the charges of 
misconduct volimtarily and imconditionalfy as could be read 
from the proceedings of the enquiry and the very explanation 
submitted ly the first party to the aforesaid charge sheet. 
Therefore, findingsofenquiry holding the first party workman 
guilty of the charges since is based on sufficient and legal 
evidence coiqiled with the admission of guilt made be the 
first party, by no stretch of imagination it can be said that 
they suffered from any perversity. 

13. Now coming to the question on the punishment 
order, keeping in view the facts and circumstances of the 
case and the blatant attitude adopted by the first party in 
remaining himself absent from duty unauthorizedly 
quite frequently dislocating and disturbing the services 
being rendered by the banking institution and so also 
keeping in view the fact that the first party did not 
mend his ways and attitude after having been punished 
as many as on 7 occasions, the management in my 
opinion was left with no alternative but to get rid of the 
services of the first party." There was no point in 
allowing the first party to continue in service he never 
bothered for his duties showing scant respect to the 
directions issued to him to reportfiuty, immediately. 

14. As could be seen from the enquiry findings, 
it is on few occasions the first party remained absent 
from duty unauthorisedly on medical grounds 
submitting his medical certificates after joining duty 
but on most of the occasions he went on asking for 
leave just on the ground 'urgent work' or 'urgent 
domestic work' in disregard to the rules enjoined upon 
submitting the leave applications and sanctioning of 
leave well in advance before he remained absent from 
duty. The services of the first party in other words for 
all purposes had become redundant and he became a 
discarded element. When he did not mend himself 
despite being punished on 7 occasions, there was no 
point in keeping him service when he committed the 
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iducts, once again. The Disciplinary 
opinion, in fact has taken a lenient 
ting the services of the first party by 
1 from service with superannuation 
lut disqualification from future 
)wever, in the face of the above said 
)osed upon the first party as against 
it appears to me that the other 3 
arded against the first party as against 
and 4 were not called for. In the result 
punishment order passed by the 
thority can be modified to the above 
igly, the reference is answered and 
is passed. 

AWARD 

iment order passed by the Disciplinary 
St the first party removing him from 
tie bank with superannuation benefits 
rthenvise without disqualification from 
snt as against Charge No. 3 is hereby 
; punishments imposed upon the first 
st Charge Nos. 1, 2 and 4 stand 
order to cost. 

0 PA transcribed by her corrected and 
27th July, 2005) 

A. R. SIDDIQUI, Presiding Officer 
PtcrO, 8 2005 
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WMl ^ 03-08-2005 ^ tTTTT f 3TT 1 
[710 T^-35011/1/1997-31T?3TR (T^)] 

A\. 31^ Tif^ 

Delhi, the 8th August, 2005 
S.O. 3141.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispu es Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government her ;by publishes the award [Ref No. 20/9^ 
(C)] of the Labiur Court, Ernakulam as shown in the 
Annexure in the 1 ndustriaI Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of M/s. K.B. Jacob & Sons. 
Stevedores and t leir workmen, which was recei\ ed by the 
Central Govemm mt on 03-08-2005, 

[No.L-35()ll/l/1997-IR(M)] 
C. GANGADHARAN. Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

IN THE CEl flRALGOVERNMENT LABOUR 
COURT, ERNAKULAM 

(IN THE L VBOUR COURT, ERNAKULAM) 

(Tuesday^, the 22nd day of March, 2005) 

Present: 

Sri. K.K.Uthran, 3.Sc„LL.B., 

Presiding Officer 

Industria Dispute No. 20 of 1997 (Central) 


Between: 

M/s. K.B. Jacab & Sons, 

Stevedores, 

Cochin-682 001, 

And 

The workman of the above concern represented by the 
Joint Secretarvt Cochin Thuramugha Thozhilali Union, PB. 
No. 183. Kochi-682 002. 

Representations: 

Sri, PR. Leslie Stephen, : For Management 

Advocate, 

Ernakulam. 

Sri PF. Thomas, : For Union 

Advocate, 

Ernakulam. 

AWARD 

This reference w as made by the Central Gov'emment 
of India as per letter No. L-356ii/ i97-IR (Misc.) dated 
10-7-97. The dispute is between M/s. K.B. Jacob & Sons 
and their w'orkniau. 

The dispute referred is : 

SCHEDULE 

‘Whether the action of the management M/s. K.B, 
Jacob & Sons. Stevedores, Cochin-682 OOl in 
terminating the service Shri TV, Shanmugham. 
arbitrarily when he has put in more then 40 years 
of service, is just, proper and legal? If not, to what 
relief the workman is entitled to?” 

2. The union filed claim statement raising the 
following 

The management M/s. K.B. Jacob & Sons are 
stevedors in the Cochin Dock Labour Board, They 
denied employment to Sri. TV Shanmugham who v\as 
employed as rigger and worker attending gear transport 
to and from the steamers berthed in the wharves in the 
Island as well as stream berths. He was to retire from the 
service on 12-11-1996 on attaining the age of 60 years 
according to the management even though there was no 
stipulated. He was denied employment by the 
management since 1-2-1995 and was not paid any 
subsistence'allowance during the period of non- 
employment. He was not paid any gratuity or 
compensation for termination of services without any 
justification or reason by the management. On 
complaints by the union various conferences were 
convened by Assistant Labour Commissioner (C) but a 
settlement could not be effected since the management 
avoided attending conferences. So the dispute was 
referred for adjudication bv the Government by order 
No. L-3501 l/l/97/FR(Misc.) dated •10-7-1997 in exercise 
of its powers conferred by clause (d) of sub section (1) 
and sub section (2) A of Sec. 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act 1947. 

The w orkmaii w as employ ed under the management 
from 1955 onwards continuously without any break of 
sen ice. He was employed as a rigger and also for 









W^TFSm: 2005/'»K 12, 1927 


9917 


attending gear transport to and from the steamers 
berthed in the wharves in Island as well as stream berths. 
For about 20 years hand>carts were used for transport 
of gears. There were 2, 3 other casual workers to assist 
Shanmugham to the transport of gears. Subsequently a 
tempo van was purchased and hand<arts were replaced. 

All the employees under the management 
stevedors were registered in the pool on the formation 
of the USA pool. The workers so registered belonged to 
the categories of foremen, non-DLB and general purpose 
mazdoors. The management required the worker to be 
with them. So he did not get registered in the USA pool. 
His services were required by them. So he continued 
with the employer. However the management denied 
employment to the worker from 1-2-1995 without any 
justification or reason. Wage arrears were due to him 
and all wages for five ships for attending to destufifmg 
works. He continued unemployed till his date of 
retirement. According to the practise available among 
the stevedors the employer was liable to pay subsistence 
allowance to the employees in case he was not employed 
and that was not paid. The worker was not paid terminal 
benefits due to him as gratuity as well as retrenchment 
con^nsation on reaching the age of 60, while in the 
contract of employment there was no such stipulation. 
The workman was denied these entitlements arbitrarily 
and without any justification. Since -the management 
failed to attend ie conciliation proceedings a settlement 
could not be effected and the dispute resolved. The 
workman is entitled for his wages for the period he was 
kept out of employment as well as legal terminal benefits 
and other fringe benefits. 

3. The management filed written statement raising 
the following contentions :—Claim statement filed by 
the union is not maintainable either in law or in facts and 
the same is liable to be dismissed. 

All the averments and allegations made in the claim 
statement are denied by the management except which 
are specifically admitted hereunder. 

It is true that the management by name M/s. K.B. 
Jacob and Sons are stevedors in the Cochin Port. But 
the allegation that the management denied employment 
to TV. Shanmugham who was alleged to be employed as 
rigger and work attending the geaf transport to and from 
the steamers berthed in the wharves in the Island as 
well as stream berth is not correct and denied by this 
opposite party. 

T he allegation re ga rd ing the retirement from service 
on 12-11-1996 on attaining 60 years of service is wrong 
and denied. It is submitted that T V. Shanmugham was 
not appointed by the management for any regular work 
as alleged. He was not a worker under the management. 
The same can be proved by the relevant documents. 

The allegation that the management denied 
employment to T.V. Shanmugham since 1-2-95 is not 
correct. He was not a worker of the management and so 
there is no question of denial of employment. There is 
no question of payment of backwages or any other 
amount during the period of alleged non employment, 


payment of Bonus gratuity or compensation or any other 
amount. 

Sri T V Shanmugham was not appointed by the 
management. There is no employer-employee 
relationship by the management with the above 
mentioned Shanmugham. Whenever we get orders for 
loading or unloading of consignment in relation to any 
ship which berthed in any Berth in Cochin Port under 
our contract we used to engage a person to carry the 
appropriate gears from Godown necessary for the 
purpose of loading or unloading between 7 and 8 in 
the morning and between 5 and 6 in the evening. The 
duration of such work does not exceed one hour and 
the payment is made immediately on piece rate basis 
and there is no further engagement of this person and 
sometimes Shanmughan was also engaged in that work. 
His allegation that he was not included in the pool is 
absolutely false. 

The allegation that T.V. Shanmugham was 
appointed by the management from 1955’<)nwards is 
not correct. The allegation that wages arrears were due 
to him is not correct and denied, the allegation that Mr. 
Shanmugham did not get registered in the U.S. A. Pool 
because his service were required by the management 
and he was continued with the employer is not correct 
and denied. 

The averments that two-three other casual 
workers were employed for the works of the 
management is not correct. All the casual labours who 
were working in various categories under all the 
licensed stevadore were taken into the United 
Stevadorse Association of Coching (P) Limited (U.S.A. 
Pool) which was formed in 1983. What was left with us 
was only our office staff. 

The workers were getting their remuneration and 
all other service benefits as per the terms and 
conditions approved by the United Stevadorse 
Association Pool (USA Pool), Subsequently when the 
container system was adopted and the work load was 
shifted from port area to various Exporters premises 
there was not enough work to continue as stevador so 
the management did no review stevedores licence from 
31-12-1995 and by Communication dated 22-1-1996 vide 
No. A1/F/39/5KBJ/967 the Cochin Port Trust informed 
the management that the licence ceased and thereafter 
no work was accepted or done by the management. 

The stoppage of work and retrenchment of 
Employees were duly intimated by the management to 
the Government Secretary, Labour Department. 

Shri T.V. Shanmugham was not a worker of the 
management, no amount is due to him, he is not entitled 
to get any amount as gratuity arrears, compensation 
for leave wages and for payment of retrenchment 
compensation. There was no employer and employee 
relationship with T.V Shanmugham and Management. 

4. The evidence in this case consists of the 
testimony of WWl and Ext. W1 to W7 and Ext. W8 
series (73 in numbers) on the side of the union and the 
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W1 and Ext. Ml series, M2 to M5 on 
Management. 

owing points arise for detennination; 
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man was examined as WW1. He explained, 
work which was within the Cochin Pod 
recognised steamer using the gears liRed 
e ship berthed in the Dock and also 
ods from the ships and stopped in the 
}to pass issued under authority under the: 
5 a stevedors employee to under the 
the Cochin Port. Ext. WI is such a photo 
! workman in the year 1963. Ext. W2 is a 
ass issued to the workman to reach the; 
5 ships and berths. Ext. W2 was valid up' 
xt. W3 is another entry pass which is valid 
and Ext. W4 is a wharves entry pass valid 
i. Exts, Wl to W4 would show that the; 
show that under the management enteredl 
s and the wharves at least from 1993 to 
is the gear tran^rting charges to the: 

the management. Ext. W5 is the wages; 
eptember 1989. Ext W7 is the calculation 
orkman for the period ending on 20-3-95 
aty slips issued to the workman for the; 
2 to 1-10-19%. These docurnents also prove 
ui was attending the duties attached to 
lading and unloading of goods and that 
wages. The managements contended that 
in this case as a casual employee. But 
e union the workman is a permanent 
5 work is regular and he worked for a long 
jsly and without any break of service. 


8. The management is retying Ext. Ml series and M2 
to M5. Ml series are vouchers for p^ment of certain 
amounts to the employee on 3-11-1988, 4-11-1988 and 
7-11-1998.Ml series are vouchers for the payment of small 
amounts. Ext M2 is the letter dated 22-11 -96 issued by tlie 
Traffic Manager to the Cochin Port Trust. Ext. M3 is the 
memorandum of settlement dated 8-12-1982 filed by the 
Regional Labour Commissioner, Madras which relates to 
the creation of USA pool. Ext. M4 is the bonus register 
kept by management for payment of bonus to the workers 
from 1-4-1975 to 1978. Ext. M5 is the service records 
maintained by the management. Admittedtyr the Port Trust 
had issued licence to the management for the purpose of 
carrying stevedoring. An employee carying gears from Port 
Cochin office to the Cochin Port Trust and returned the 
same after work. This also fortified the case of the union 
that the workman was an employee under the management. 
The contention of the management is that they have closed 
the fiuiction of the institution as there was no work due to 
implementation of container ^stem. If the management 
has closed down the establishment. It is the duty of the 
management to give compensation and terminationbenefits 
to the workman. In the circumstances and for the above 
discussion 1 find that the workman was employed under 
the management and that terminating the service of the 
workman is not justified and legal. Since the management 
closed the work the question of reinstatement does not 
arise and instead of reinstatement the workman can be 
compensated by payment of compensation of Rs. 75,000/- 
to the workman. 

In the result, an award is passed holding that the 
termination of the service of the workman Sri TV 
Shanmughan is not just, proper and legal. The management 
is directed to pay the compensation of Rs. 75,000/- to the 
workman within one month from the date of publication of 
the award in the Official Gazette failing which the workman 
is allowed to realise the amount of Rs, 75,000/- with interest 
therein at 10% per annum frcmi the date of publication of 
the award till redisation. 

(Dictated to the Confidential Assistant, transcribed 
and typed out by her, corrected by me and passed this 
the 22nd day of March, 2005) 

Emakulam 

K.K. UTHRAN, Presiding Officer 
APPENDIX 

Witness Examined on the side of the Management:— 
MWl —Sri.KB.Prakash. 

Witness Examined on the side of union:— 

WWl—Sri. T. V. Shanmughan 

Exhibits marked on the side id* Management:— 

Ext. Ml series (3 Nos.) —Vochers given by the workman 
for receiving the payment for 
the works done. 

Ext. M2 —Notice dated 22-1-96 from the Cochin Port Trust 
to the management cautioning against non¬ 
renewal of stevedoring licence. 
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Ext M3 —Copy of memorandum of settlement dated 
8-12-82 between the union and representation 
of Stevedors. 

Ext M4 —Bonus Register of Management for the period 
ofl4-75toI978. 

ExLM 5 —Service records of Management 
Ext M6 —Wage Register of management for the period 
ofI-4-8Ito3M0-8I 

ExlM 7 —^Bonus Register of Management for the period 
1979 to 1990 

ExLM 8 —Muster roll of the management for the period 
1995 to 1996. 

ExL M9 —^Wage register of management for the period 
1995101996. 

Ext MIO—^Register of casual labour of the Management 
forthepciiodofI-I-I982 to 31-7-1982. 

Ext Mil—A certificate dated 16-11-2002 issued fiom 
Cochin Port Trust regarding issuance of Wharf 
entry para/photo identity goods. 

Exhibits marked in the side frfUmmi:— 

Ext W1 —Aphoto identity cardof the workman Sri. TV 
Shanmughan issued 1^ Cochin Port Trust. 

Ext W2 —^Photo copy of another identity card of the 
workman issued by Cochin Port Trust. 

Ext W3 —^Photo copy of photo identity card issued to 
the workman with validily date to 31-12-1993. 
Ext W4 —Photo identity card of workman issued by 
Cochin Port Trust valid 1^0 31-12-95. 

ExtW5 —Photo copy of a list of gear tranqwrting charges 

totheworicman. 

ExlW6 — A list of charge rates ofworkman for the period 
ofl988-89. 

Ext W7 —A chit showing wage arrears etc. of the 
w(xkmanw.e.£ 1-1-1993. 

ExlW 8 —(series—Duty slips (73 Nos.) issued to 
workman by the Management from lO-11-92 to 
1-2-95. 

8 2005 

3142.—'Sihftte aiWm, 1947 
(1947 ^ 14) ^ 17 % Tpp. 

•SR«Rr5t % ^ 3 :^ 4>44>Rf % 

167/2003 ) ^ 94)inil<l t, ^ 

8-8-2005 ^ «IT I 

m. TrCT-22013/1/2005-3n^ 3TR(‘?ft-II)] 
it. %yi«PT, 

New Delhi, the 8th August, 2005 

S.O. 3142.—In<pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 
L.C.I.D. No. 167/2003) of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal~cum~Labour Court, Hyderabad as 


shown in the annexure in the Industrial Dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of FCI and 
their workmen, which was receiveu by the Central 
Government on 8-8-2005. 

[No. L-220I3/1/2005-IR(C-II)1 
N. P. KESAVAN, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE TBE CENTRALGOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL-CUM-LABOUR COURT 
ATHYDERABAD 

Present: ShriT. Ramachandlra Reddy, 

Presidi^ Officer 

Dated: the 15th July, 2005 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE L.C.LD. NO. 167/2003 

B^een: 

K. Ramalingaiah S/o, Mattaiah 
R/o Nidamandur, Naigonda Distt 

... Petitioner 

AND 

The Senior Regional Manager, 

M/s. Food Corporatimi of India, 

Haca Bhavan, Ityderabad. 

1. The District Manage, 

M/s. Food Corporation of India, 

Nalgonda, >^onda Distt. 

. .. Respondents 

Appearances: 

For the Petitioner : M/s J. Kanakaiah, Advocate 

For the Respondent : M/s BG Ravinder Reddy and 
BV Diander Sdchai; Advocates 

AWARD 

This is a case taken under Sec. 2A(2) of the I.D. 
Act, 1947 in view of the judgment of the Honble High 
Court of Andhra Pradesh reported in WP. No. 8395 of 
1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri U. Chinnappa, and 
M/s. Cotton Corporation of India and two others. 

This Petition was filed tmder Section 2 A(2) by the 
Petitioner claiming for reinstatement with fiiU bade wages 
and all attendant benefits. 

A detailes counter filed by the respondent No. 1 & 

No. 2. 

The petitioner absented himself on several 
adjouiments. On 29-11-2004, the petitioner’s counsel 
reported that the petitions died and their after it is posted 
for UR’S petition. Till 15-7-2005 it is not filed. On 15-7-2005 

counsel for petitioner reported that the petitioiim died long 

back before November of the last year i.e. 2004 and the 
LR’s are not interested and giving instructions and 
requested to close the case. In view of the circumstances, 
the UR’s are not brought on record. Hence, the petition is 
dismissed as d)ated. 

T. RAMACHANDRA REDDY, Presiding Officer 
A;q)aidix (rf evidence 

No oral or documentary evidence has been adduced 
on either side. 


2498 Gl/2005—22 
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w Delhi, the 8thAugust, 2005 

13.—In pursuance cf Section 17 of the 
lUtes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
rdjy publishes the award (Ref. No. 94/1993) 
rovemment Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
hanbad, as shown in the Annexure in the 
ute between the employers in relation to 
It of FCI and their workman, which was 
Central Government on 8-8-2005. 

[No. L-22012/405/1990-IR (C-H)] 
N.P. KES A/AN, Desk Offio;r 

ANNEXURE 

C THECENTRALGOVTONMENT 
JALTRIBUNALNO. hDHANBAD. 

In the matteil of a reference U/S. 10(l)(d) of I,D. Act, 
1947. 

Reference Na 94 of 1993. 

ployers in relation to the management of 
d Corporation of India, Ranchi. 

AND 

Their Workman, 
i Sarju Prasad, Presiding Officer. 


n; ShriV Kumar, 

Authorised Representative. 

d Industry: Food 

Oated, the 22nd July, 2005 

Ajl^VRD 

No. L-22012/405F/90-IR(C-II) dated 
Central Government in the Ministry of 
xercise of the powers conferred by clause 
ion (1) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
947, referred the following dispute for 
his Tribunal : 

theactionof the-DistrictManager,F.C.I., 
justified in terminating the services of Sri 
Sadhan Kiimar Das, Electrician, w. e.f. 1 -12 -85 \vithoiit 
n notice pay in lieu of one month notice 


and retrenchment compensation though he has 

worked more than 240 days of service in a year prior 

to date of termination? If not, to what relief the 

workman is entitled and from which date?” 

2. The case of the concerned workman, in brief, is 
that he was employed by the District Manager of F.C.I., 
Ranchi as casual electrician on 1-10-1984 and subsequently 
his service was utilised at Food Storage Depot, Jamshedpur 
till 30-9-85, and on oral instruction he again reported for 
duty at Ranchi on 30-9-85 and continued to work there 
upto 31-12-85, but froml-1-86 he was orally stopped from 
attending his duty. Without compliance of Sec. 25F of the 
I.D. Act, although he was in service for more than 240 days 
during 12 calendar months prior to retrenchment, therefore, 
his retrenchment is void ab-initio and the concerned 
workman is entitled to be reinstated in service w e. f 1-1-86 
with frill back wages and all other benefits in the time scale 
ofF.CI. 

According to the concerned workman, although he 
performed his job throughout the month but his payuient/ 
attendance restricted only upto 18 to 20 days in a month to 
avoid his regularisation. Further, according to the 
concerned workman, the Headquarters has decided to 
regularise all the casual woikmen who was in service for 90 
days on or before 2-5-86 by Circular dated 6-5-87, but the 
case of the concerned workman has not been considered 
by the management. The concerned workman has claimed 
for reinstatement as Electrician with full back wages i n time 
scale of F.C.I. and other benefits from the date of 
retrenchment and also with regularisation of service. 

3. The case of the management, on the other hand, 
is that the present reference is not legally^ maintainable. 
According to the management, Sadhan Kumar Das was 
engaged as a casual worker during the period from October, 
1984 to December, 1985 intermitlentfy as and when required 
to carry on certain electrical jobs in the capacity of part- 
time electrician. According to the management, the 
concerned workman was engaged for 19 days in October, 
1984,20 days in November, 1984 and 21 days in December, 

1984. The concerned workman was also engaged for 20 
days in January, 1985 and 12 days in February, 1985, He 
was not engaged during the months from March, 1985 to 
November, 1985 and was engaged for 18 days in December, 

1985. The concerned workman was engaged on house 
wiring jobs and maintenance of electrical fan.*; and other 
equipments installed at Food Storage Depot, Jamshedpur. 
He was used to be allotted with certain job on day to day 
basis and after completion of the job he was not required 
to remain on duty. The concerned workman was carrying 
on electrical jobs of other buildings and other offices of 
different persons and companies. The management used 
to engage him as per requireiflent and as per convenience 
of the concerned person. According to the management, 
the concerned workman has not put 240 days serv'ice in 12 
calendar months preceding his stoppage of work, therefore, 
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he was not entitled to any notice or notice pay as required 
under Sec. 25F of the I.D. Act. 

4. From pleadings of the parties it is apparent that it 
is admitted that the concerned workman was engaged as 
casual electrician by the District Manager; F.C.I., Ranchi for 
doing certain electrical jobs. According to the concenred 
workman, he has completed more than 240 djQ^ service in 
12 calendar months preceding his stoppage of work. But 
according to the management, he has not completed 240 
days service, therefore, there is no requirement of notice or 
notice p^ in lieu of notice or retrenchment conqrensation 
as provided in Sec. 25F of the I.D. Act. It isnot disputed if 
the concerned workman has not conpleted 240 days woric 
in a calendar year preceding his stoppage of work then 
certainly he is not entitled to notice or notice pay nor he is 
entitled for any retrenchment compensation, but if it is 
proved that the concerned was on duty for 240 days or more 
in 12 calendar months prior to sto|^)a^ of work then certainty 
the concerned workman is entitled for retrenchment 
compensation as well as notice or itotice pay for one month. 

5. Both parties have led evidence, therefore, let us 
see whether the concerned workman has been in a position 
to prove that he has worked for 240 days or more than 240 
days. MW-1—^I.B. Choubey had worked at District Office, 
Ranchi from July, 1982 to October, 1990 and he has admitted 
that statement showing attendance of workman Ext. W-1 
bears his initial. He has also admitted that the job of 
electrician is in Oass-IV From Ext. W-1 v^ch bears initial 
of MW-1 it is apparent tliat the concerned workman has 
performed duty for 193 days between January, 1985 to 
December; 1985 i.e. 12 calendar months prior to his stoppage 
of work. The workman has placed his reliance in a ruling of 
Hon ’ble Supreme Court reported in AIR 1986 SC 456 in 
which it has been held that in c^culation of 240 days 
service as required under Sec. 25-B of the 1,D. Act the 
Sundays and paid holidays shall be taken into account. 
There are 52 Sundays, 12 Second Satun%s and 16 Gazetted 
holidays which are paid holidays. Thus, the number of 
Sundays, Second Saturdays and paid holidays come to 80 
days. If the same is added with 193 actual duty then the 
total attendance of the concerned workman from January, 
1985 to December, 1985 becomes 273 days. 

6 . The management has produced certain vouchers 
which are Ext. M-1 to M-5 and on that strength it has been 
submitted that the concerned workman was employed for 
20 days in January, 1985,12 (%s inFdrruary, 1985 and 18 
days in December, 1985 totalling to only 50 days in the 
year 1985. According to the management, the concerned 
workman had not worked from March, 1985 to November, 
1985. Sofarquestionofworkingoftheconcernedworionan 
from March, 1985 to November, 1985 is concerned it is clear 
case of the workman that he was deputed to work at 
Jamshedpur F.C.I. office which is under the jurisdiction of 
District Manager, F.C.I. Ranchi. The management has not 
produced any evidence from Jamshedpur or ary CashBook 


from Jamshet^urF.C.I.toshowthatnopaymenlwasmade 
to the.concerned woikman from Jamshedpur office. On 
the contrary, the attendance chart prepared with the initial 
ofMW-1—I.B. Choubey, anenq)loyeeofthemanaganent, 
it is crystal clear that the concerned workman had also 
woaked at Jamshe^xirF. Cl. from March, 1985 toNovemba;, 
1985. Thus, the management has suppressed the evidence 
regarding working of the concerned workman at 
Jamshedpur F.C.I. office at the instance of the District 
Manager; F.CI., Ranchi Thus, fromthe materials available 
on record I find that the attendance of the concerned 
workman during the year'1985 became 273 days and, 
therefore, the compliance of Sec. 25-F of the I.D. Act was 
mandatory on the part of the management before stoH)ing 
theconcemed woiknran from duty. Siiice the rnanagentont 
has not complied with the provision of Sec. 25-F of the I.D. 
Act, therefore, the stoppage of the work to the concerned 
workman by the management is ab-initio void and the 
concerned workman is entitled for reinstatement with full 
back wages. 

7. The concerned woikman has also brought on 
record a circular of the management which has been marked 
Ext W-2. Para 4 of this circular dated 6-5-87 is regarding 
regularisation of casual/daity rated workmen who have 
completed 90 days service on or before 2-5-86. Therefore, 
the concerned workmen has also claimed for regularisation 
in service. This circular has not been denied by the 
management. But from the terms of reference I find that 
this question regarding regularisation of the concerned 
woikman has not been referred to this Tribunal, therefore, 
it will not be proper for this Tribunal to give any direction 
regarding regularisation of the concerned workman. This 
is left open to the management to consider whether they 
think it proper to regularise the concerned workiiian as 
regular woikman in case there is any vacancy in Class-IV 
job and the concerned workman is found fit for the same. 
But so far the question of action of the management in 
terminating the service of Sadhan Kumar Das, Electrician, 
w.e.f 1-1-86 without paying his notice pay in lieu of one 
month notice and retrenchment compensation is not 
justified and the concerned workman is entitled to be 
reinstated in the same status with back wages as he was 
working on 31-12-1985. 

8 . In the result, following award is rendered— 

The action ofthe District Manager, F.C.I., Ranchi, is 
not justified in terminating the services of Sadhan 
Kumar Das, Electririanw.ei: 1-1-1986 withoutpaying 
him notice pay in lieu of one month notice and 
retrenchment compensation. The concerned 
workman is entitled for reinstatement in the same 
postashewas working on 31-12-1985 aJongwithfull 
back wages. The management is driected to 
inoplement the award within 30 days from the date of 
publication of the award. 

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer. 
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NewEelhi,the 8thAugust, 2005 

S.O. 3144 — ^In pursuanoe of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Diqmte j Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
GovenuDent herd y publishes the award (Ref. No. 114/ 
2000)of theCenfra Gove nimgitlndnittriy l Trih^ma] f 
Court. Dhanbad-n. now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Indusmai Dispute between the enqdoyers in relation to 
the management ol BCCL and dimr woikmen, which was 
received by the Cei tral Government on 4^-2005. 

[No. L-20012/237/2000-IR (C-I)] 
S.S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 
ANNEXtm 

MFORE T IE CE^my.CXlVOTiMENT 
INDUSTRIAL' [RIBUNAl.m2 AT, DHANBAD 
PRESENT: 

Shri B. IISWAS, Presiding Officer 
In the matter of j in Industrial Dismite under Section 
10(1) (d) of the ID. Act, 1947 

Refi ;rence No. 114 of2000 

Parties: Emplo; 'ers in relation to the Management of 
Kustoix Area ofM/s. BCCL and their workman. 

APPEARANCES 

On behaf of the woi kman: Mr. N.G. Aiim,Orgamsmg 

Secretary RC.MS. 

On behalf of the Mr. H. Nath, Advocate 

employers 

State: Jharkhand Industry: Coal 

Dated, D tianbad, the 11th July, 2005 

AWARD 

The Govt, of I idia, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of 
the powers conferred on them under Section 10(1 )(d) of 
the I.D. Act, 1947 h is referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudi cation vide their Order No. L-20012/ 
237/2000-IR(C-I), d ited the 29th Sept, 2000. 

SCHEDU1£ 

“Whether the action of the management of BCCL 
Kustore Area in not referring Shri Mohan Ram, 


Fireman, to Age Assessment Committee/Medicai 
Board for determination of his date of birth and 
ignoring the date recorded in his I.D. Card is just and 
fair? if not, to what relief is the concerned workman 
entitled?” 

2. Case of the concerned workman according to 
Written Statement submitted by the sponsoring union on 
his behalf in brief is as follows;— 

They submitted that as per Service Excerpt and I D 
Card issued by the management to the concerned 
workman he is to be superannuated from service on 
2014. But the management without assigning anv 
cogent reason illegally and aibitrarily superannuated 
him with effect from 1-1 -2001. They disclosed that 
on receipt of the notice of superannation from the 
management the concerned workman submitted 
representation with prayer for rectification of the date 
of his superannuation but to no effect. As a result, 
he raised an industrial dispute through the 
sponsoring union before the ALC(C), Dhanbad for 
conciliation which ultimately resulted reference to 
this Tribunal for adjudication. The sponsoring union 
accordingly submitted prayer to pass an Award 
directing the management to reinstate the concerned 
workman to his service and to superannuate him as 
per date of birth given in the Service Excerpt as well 
as in the I.D. Card with full back wages and other 
consequential benefits. 

3. Management on the contraiy after filing Written 
Statement-cum-rejoinder have denied all the claims and 
allegation which the sponsoring union asserted in the 
Written Statement submitted on behalf of the concerned 
workman. They submitted that the concerned workman 
was a permanent employee of Simlabahal Colliery under 
Kustore Area. They disclosed that as per Form B Register 
date of birth of the concerned workman was recorded as 
1-1-1941 and his dale of appointment was recorded as 
1973 and the same were duly authenticated by him bv 
putting his L.T. I. They further submitted that in the Serv ice 
Book of the concerned workman same date of birth i c. 
1-1-41 was recorded and the same also was authenticated 
by the concerned workman by putting his L.T.I. They 
disclosed that since the dale of birth recorded in the Form 
B Register as 1 -1 -41 is neither tampered nor over written it 
has to be accepted as final considering the fact that Form B 
Register is a statutory register under the Mines Act. The 
date of birth recorded in the I.D. Card cannot be considred 
as authentic document and for which there is no scope to 
determine the age of the concerned workman relying the 
date of birth recorded therein as it is not a statutory 
document. They disclosed that since there was no 
manipulation or variation of date of birth recorded in the 
Statutory Register, question of sending the concerned 
workman before the Apex Medical Board for assessment 
of his age did not arise. They submitted that local 
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management did not commit any illegality or took any 
arbitrary decision in superannuating the concerned 
woikman with effect from 1-1-2001 after rendering his 60 
years of service. 

4. POINTS TO BE DECIDED 

“Whether the action of the management of BCCL 
Kustore Area in not referring Shri Mohaii Ram, 
Fireman, to Age Assessment Committee/Medical 
Board for determination of his date of birth and 
ignoring the date recorded in his LD. Card is just 
and fair? If not, to what relief is the concerned 
woikman entitled? ” 

5. It transpires from the record that the sponsoring 
Union with a view to substantiate the claim of the concerned 
workman examined him as WW-1. Management also in 
support of their claim examined one witness as MW-1. 
WW-1 during his evidence disclosed that he got 
employment as Wagon Loader at Simlabahal Colliery inthe 
year 1973. He disclosed that hereafter management issued 
I D. Card to him wherein his date ofbirth was recorded as 
, 1954. He further disclosed that his C.M.RF. A/c. No. is 

51510 and in the said record also his date ofbirth was 
recorded as 1954. This witness further disclosed that in the 
year 1987 management issued fresh I.D. Card to himvdKiein 
his date ofbirth was recorded as 1941 and on perusing the 
said date ofbirth recorded in the new ID. Card he submitted 
representation through union for rectification of his date 
ofbirth in the new I.D. Card. He submitted that as 
management refused to rectify his date ofbirth he raised 
an industrial dispute before the ALC(C), Dhanbad. Onthe 
contrary MW-1 during his evidence disclosed that at the 
time of appointment of the concerned workman as Bhatta 
Fireman at Hard Coke Bhatta at Simlabahal Colliery his 
date of birth in the Form B Register was recorded as 
1 - 1 - 1941 . In support of this claim management produced 
the original Form B Register which during evidence was 
marked as Ext. M-1. The particulars of the concerned 
workman in the said Form B Register was recorded in SI. 
No. 405 from where it has been exposed clearly that not 
only his date ofbirth as M -41 was recorded therein but 
also it exposed when he joined to his service. The 
concerned workman acknowledged authentication of his 
particulars recorded therein by putting his LTI. This witness 
further disclosed that not only in the Form B Register but 
also in the Service record along with other particulars his 
date ofbirth was recorded as I -1 -41 and this fact was also 
authenticated by the concerned workman. I have carefully 
considered the Service Book of the concerned workman 
and I find authentication of the submission of MW-1. 
Neither from the particulars recorded in the Form B Register 
nor from the Service Book I have traced out any sign of 
tampering in the date ofbirth of the concerned workman 
recorded therein. The date ofbirth as 1“1“41 has been 
recorded very distinctly in the Form B Register and as well 
as in the Service Book. Therefore, there is no scope to say 


that management manipulating the date ofbirth of the 
concerned workman recorded the same as 
1-1-41 instead of 1954. The contention of the sponsoring 
uniononthecontraryisthatl.D. Card which was issued 
to the concerned workman after joining his service has 
exposed clearly different date of birth. According to the 
ID. Card which during evidence of the concerned woikman 
was markedas Ext W-1. It speaks that his date ofbirth was 
recorded as 1954. This I.D. Card was issued by the 
Competent Authority, on 7-1-1976. I have carefully 
considered the writings appearings in the said I.D. Card 
and it has been exposed clearly that some columns 
including the column of date of birth were filled up 
subsequently by fresh ink and in no manner it tallies with 
the colour and age of the writting in other columns of the 
I.D. Card. Moreover, it transpires that the same were not 
writt^by the same person. It is the claim of the i^nsoring 
union that as his age has been recorded as 1954 in the I.D. 
Card, management ought to have referred him to the age 
assessment committee/medical board for determination of 
his age afresh. On the contrary from the submission of 
managementit transpires^tI.D. Card is notastatutory 
document and for which aiiy entry made therein bears no 
authentic value until and unless it is substantiated with 
cogent document that the age recorded therein was actual 
age of the concemed workman and not the age recorded in 
the Form B Register. Ld. Advocate for the management 
further submitted that Form B Register is considered as 
statutory Register as per Mines Act and therefore, all 
entries recorded therein are to be considered as authentic 
and should be binrfing on both sides until and unless any 
gross discrepancy is detected. Ld. Advocate further 
submitted that on the basis of the particulars recorded in 
the Form B Register service record of the concerned 
workman was also opened and in the service record the 
same date of Ixrth i.e. 1-1-41 was recorded. Disclosing this 
fact Ld. Advocate for the management submitted that in 
course of hearing the concemed workman has foiled to 
produce a single cogent document to show that his date of 
birth was actually in the year 1954 and not inthe year 1941 
as recorded in the Form B Register. It is the contention of 
the concemed workman that in the year 1987 new LD. Card 
was issued to him wherein his date of birth was recorded 
as 1941 and on perusal of the same he brought notice to his 
union and thereafter submitted representation to the 
management for rectification of his date ofbirth. During 
hearing the concemed workman/sponsoring union has 
failed to produce a single scrap of p^r to show that he 
submitted representation immediately to the management 
for rectification of his date ofbirth after receipt of the new 
I D. Card in the year 1987. On the contrary from the 
document submitted on behalf of the sponsoring union it 
has been exposed clearly that the sponsoring union raised 
industrial dispute in the instant case at the fag end of his 
service. Therefore, it is clear that neither the concemed 
workman nor the sponsoring union took any step for 
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rectification of his ige as 1954 instead of 1941 after receipt 
of the new I,D. C ard. No e?q)lanation on the part of the 
concerned wor cman or the sponsoring union is 
forthcoming why t ley remained silent for such long years 
in raising the dispi ite. It is settled principle of law that I.D, 
Card cannot be co isidered as authentic document as it is 
not a statutory one as per Mines Act. All reliances should 
be given on the F arm B Register relating to the entries 
made therein as tl e said register is a statutory^ document 
under Mines Act.' Tierefore, until and unless any contrary 
is proved that the date of birth recorded in the Form B 
Register was recor led wrongly there is no scope to ignore 
the same. As per J1JCCI circular there is scope to refer any 
workman before > ipex Medical Board for assessment of 
his age if any gros s discrepancy is (fetected in relation to 
age recorded in (ifferent registers maintained by the 
management. It 1 as been disclosed by the sponsoring 
union that in the C M.P.F. record the age of the concerned 
workman was recc rded as 1954. In course of hearing the 
sponsoring union i las failed to produce any paper relating 
to C.MP.F. record to substantiate their claim. Therefore, 
excepting I.D. Card marked as Ext. W-1 no cogent document 
is forthcoming be! ore this Tribunal in course of hearing 
relying on which here is scope to draw conclusion that 
differerrt age of th( concerned workman was recorded in 
different register. I have already made my observation 
above relating to th 3 authenticity in the matter of recording 
age of the concemt d workman therein. A document which 
is about (Ext. W-1) 2 9 years old, its some writings are not to 
be so distinct as appearing there in comparison to other 
writings. As such t lere is doubt if age recorded in the said 
I.D. Card was actua Ify written same in the year 1976 when it 
was issued. Therefore, onus was absolutely on the 
sponsoring union l o produce authentic document to show 
that the year ofbirtl ^ of the concerned workman was actually 
1954 and not 1941. 

6. In view o' the facts and circumstances discusse d 
above I hold that as the date of birth of the concerned 
workman was recoi ded distinctly in the Form B Register as 
well as in the Ser ice Book, I do not find any sufficient 
ground to disbelie re the same. Moreover, it is clear that 
just at the fag end of his service career the concerned 
workman raised tl lis issue with the expectation to gain 
something from tl e management by way of extension of 
his service which (annot be accepted. Accordingly I find 
no sufficient reasc n to refer the concerned workman to 
Apex Medical Boai d for determination of his age afresh. In 
the result, followin g Award is rendered:— 

“The action jf the management of BCCL, Kustore 
Area in not r jferring Shri Mohan Ram, Fireman, to 
Age Assess; nent Committee/Medical Board for 
determinatic n of his date of birth and ignoring the 
date recorded in his I.D, Card is just and fair. 
Consequent!; the concerned worionan is not entitled 
to get any re ief.” 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 


8 3F1W, 2005 

3145.— 1947 (1947 
^ 14 ) ^ ^ 17 ft*, 4 

ft ft‘ 

1 32/2000) ^ ^ WFR^ 4 -8-2005 

[ft. 11012 / 1 52/2000 

1 ^.'^. 

New Delhi, the 8th August, 2005 

S.O. 3145.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 132/ 
2000) of the Central Government Industrial Tiibunal/Laboui 
Court, New Delhi-II, now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of M/s. Air India and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
4-8-2005. 

[No. L-11012/152/2000-IR (C-I)] 
S.S. GUPTA, Under Sec>. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT H, RAJENDRABHAWAN, 
GROUND FLOOR, RAJENDRA PLACE, NEW DELHI 
Presiding Officer: R N. RAI 

LD. No. 132/2000 
In the matter of:— 

Sli. Jagat Singh, 

Ex Senior Cleaner, 

T/3-A, East MehramNagar, 

Delhi Cantt-llOO 10. 

Versus 

M/s. Air India, 

Through the General Manager (HR & P), 

Catering C^in Service, 

IGI Airport, 

New Delhi 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-11012/ 
152/2000C-1 CentralGovemmentlX 29-11-2000 hasrefened 
the following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder:— 

“Whether the action of the management of Air India 
in dismissing the semce of Shri Jagat Singh Staff No. 
31162, Sr. Cleaner w.e.f 26-11-1999 is just and fair? If not, 
to what relief is the said workman entitled.” 
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The workman applicant has filed statement of claim. 
In the statement of claim it has been stated that the workman 
joined the respondent establishment as a sweeper on 
5-2-1973 and confirmed on 1-8-1973. Later on he was 
promoted as Sr. cleaner. 

That the workman was placed under suspension 
pending inquiry vide respondent’s letter No. IS/JS/1838 
dated 5-11-1997. In this communication, the management 
informed the workman that during the year 1994 the 
workman made an application to the HRD department for 
issuance of a No Objection Certificate for him and his 
family members namely Smt. Sheela Devi (wife), Mr. Sanj^ 
(son) and Miss Promila Devi (daughter) in order to apply 
for a visa in the Japanese Embassy and a No Objection 
Certificate was issued to him. It has been alleged that the 
workman had submitted this NOC with four altered/forged 
passports for obtaining against these forged/altered 
passports in his name and his family members. It has been 
further alleged that in the application submitted for 
obtaining this visa, in the application of workman’s son 
Sanjay the photogr^hofKfr. Nased) Singh the workman’s 
another son, was affixed. Similarly, the photograph affixed 
in the application of workman’s daughter Promila Devi is 
actually not of workman’s daughter but of someone else. 
These forged/altered passports, which the workman 
mentioned in the visa application as belonging to him and 
his family members did not belong to him or his family 
members and was actually issued in the name of Jaswant 
Singh, All Mohammed, Nahar Singh and Simire^)ectrvely. 
It has been further alleged that the workman had applied 
for visa against these forged/altered passport in the name 
of his family members for an illegal monetary consideration 
of Rs. 32,000. The management sought clarification from 
workman for misusing the NOC which was issued by the 
respondent in order to facilitate its enq>Ioyees to use free/ 
concessional passes, which they were entitled as airlines 
employees and also appfying for a visa on a forged/ahered 
passport. The workman replied to the management vide 
his letter dated 23-12-1997 denying charge sheet vide letter 
No. IS/JS/448 dated January 20,1998 framing the following 
charges: 

(1) Taking bribes or any illegal gratification; 

(2) Breach of any law, rules, regulations or orders 
applicable to the establishment. 

The workman replied to the charge sheet and the 
management received the same on 20-2-1998. In his reply, 
the workman subinitted that duriiig 1994, he was cmtacted 
by S/Shri Luis Charles, Lawrence and Thomas, who were 
staff members and they persuaded him to go for a foreign 
tour along with his femily members. The workman informed 
them that he was not having passports but they assured 
him that they would help him in getting the passports from 
the Regional Passport Office, New Delhi in his name and 
his family members, i.e. Shila Devi (wife), Sanjay (son), 
Nasib Singh (son) and Promila Devi (daughter). That the 


woiknian believed his colleagues and applied fin the NOC 
under bona fide belief. The workman finiher informed that 
Shri Luis Charles, the then peon to the these Persoimel 
Manager, Shri D.S. Kohli brought passport forms signed 
by the workman and his fiimily members. The workman 
also gave six copies of passport size photogr^hs of each 
meniberof his foinily including hunself for the purpose 
passports. After sometime, Shri Luis Charles told the 
workman that the passports were ready and NOC was 
required to get the visa from Japan Embassy. That the 
woikman gave him the NOC to collect the visa and 
thereafter the woikinan received neither visa norpassports. 
During the year 1995, the workman was informed by the 
respondent that the workman was called by Shri Ramesh 
Chander, Inspector, CBI in his office at CGO Coirq)lex, New 
Delhi. The woikman went to (31 office and came to know 
thatNCX^ subinitted by the woikman was withahered/forged 
passports. The workman explained the factual position 
and his innocence. The workman was never called again 
for(31 investigation.The woikmanai^liedfin NOCunder 
a bona fide beliefbut Luis (Charles, Thomas and Lawrence 
deceived him and put him in trouble. Even though, the 
reply to the charge sheet was quite satisfactory, the 
management decided to hold an enquiry into the charges 
levelled against the workman. Accordingly an inquiry 
committee was constituted vide order No. IS/Con-9/79 
dated 204-1998. 

The inquiry committee conducted its proceedings 
and submitted a report finding the workman guilty of the 
aforesaid charges. The workman rqilied to the inquiry 
committee report vide his letter dated 2-7-1999 and prayed 
the disciplinary authority to quash the inquiry report as 
the management foiled to prove the charges levelled 
against the workman. 

The disciplinary authority vide its letter No. IS/JS/ 
204 dated 1-9-1999 conveyed to the workman that it 
proposed to dismiss the woikman without retiremem 
benefits. The workman replied to this show cause notice 
vide his letter 25-9-1999 and requested the management to 
quash the charge sheet and acquit him as he was innocent. 

The management vide its letter No. IS/CON-9/JS/ 
290 dated 26-11-1999 passed the order holding that the 
workman was dismissed without retirement benefits in full 
as per clause No. 20(j) of the Certified Standing Orders 
applicable to him. The management vide its letter No. EMP- 
1/1/31162 dated 23-2-2000 conveyed to the workman that 
his services standing terminated with effict from 23-2-2000, 
in terms of the above said punishment. 

The management has filed written statement. In the 
written statement, at the outset it is submitted that Mr. 
Jagat Singh (hereinafter called the woikman) was terminated 
from service after following the due process of law and in 
accordance to the principle (rfnatural justice. The Workman 
has no cause of action to file the present statement of 
claim and the same mybe dismissed at the outset. However; 
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the case in correct perspective are being 
n below: 

orkman joined Air India (hereinafter called 
at) as a sweeper in the commercial 
2-1973 and was confirmed in the service 
hereafter he was selected as a cleaner in 
apartment on 12-11-1973 and confirmed 
iiiat the workman had a chequered histor 5 ^ 
he instances given herein below:— 

the workman was foxmd removing cream 
:ets from the first class gaily of Pan Am 
It PA 001 on 21-4-1978 and accordingly 
issueda letterof wamingNo. DIS/1/287 
d 25-4-1978. The said letter is enclosed 
in with and marked as Annexure-I. 

workman was also found to be a habitua I 
ntee and thus issued letter of warning 
[S/tfS/195 dated 13/14-1-1981. Even after 
mceof such warning letter the workman 
inued to remain absent from his duties, 
compelling the management to charge 
it the workman vide letter No. I S/87/309 
d 14/19-2-1990 for remaining absent for 
days during the period of 1-4-1988 to 
-1989, the inquiry committee constituted 
inquire into the charges of absenteeism 
led against the workman, found him guilt]r^ 
:h the workman also admitted before th(i 
mittees which awarded pxmishment ol 
uction of two stages in the time scale of 
[fomRs. 1,330toRs. 1,300for aperiodof 
year effective 1-10-1990” vide order no. 
7/5925 dated 5/10-9-1990. The said 
iments are enclosed herewith and marked 
mnexure-2,3 &4. 

workman continued to defy the 
ructions of the management and 
inued to remain absent thus compelling 
management to issue warning vide letter 
DIS/33/31162/24 dated 6-3-1990 and 
rming him that he was being treated as 
mt without permission for the period 
2-1990 to 5-3-1990. The said letter 
iclosedherewithandmaikedas Aimexure-5. 

a after continues warning and punishment 
workman in defiance of all instmetions of 
management remained absent from 104. :5 
i during the period 1-4-1990 to 31-3-1991 
accordingly he was issued a charge slieet 
DIS/3 3/31162/88 dated 21-1-1992, under 
ch he was charged with the following: 

Habitual absence without leave. 

Act Subversive of discipline. 


The said letter is enclosed herewith and marked 
as Annexure-6. 

(e) The enquiry' officer in view of the order passed 
by the Hon’bleDelhiHigh(3ourt on 27-8-1990 
in WP No ib. 63 7 of 1988 proceeded under the 
Model Standing Orders and found the 
workman guilty of the above charges and 
accordingly awarded the punishment of 
stoppage of annual increment due on 1-2-1994 
and 1-2-1995 videoidCTNo.DIS/33/3I162/1060 
dated 21-9-1993. The said letter is enclosed 
herewith and marked as Annexure-7. 

(f) Tne set pattern of the workman continued 
and was once again charge sheeted vide letter 
No. DlS/33/31162/74 dated 18-9-1992 for 
remaining absent without permission for 104.5 
days during the period 1-4-1991 to 31-3-1992. 
The inquiiy committee thus constituted, found 
the workman guilty and ordered “suspension 
on loss of pay and allowances” vide order No. 
DlS/33/31162/854 dated 17-8-1993. The said 
documents are enclosed herewith and marked 
as Annexure-8&9. 

In the meantime the Central Bureau of Investigaiion 
(hereinafter referred as CBI), New Delhi registered a case 
against the workman in the year 1994 for illegal sale and 
purchase of Indian Passports with valid visa, in connivance 
with private persons, for monetary gains with the intention 
of transporting unauthorized person out the countiy on 
the basis of fake/ibrged passports. The CBI then reported 
the matter to the management vide case No. RC-13/5/94/ 
SLP/DLI dated 18-7-1994. Thereafter on 5-11-1997 vide letter 
No. IS/JS/1838 the workman was asked to show cause in 
writing to the charges contained therein, failing-which 
further action would be taken in the matter, while 
suspending him with immediate effect, in view of the 
seriousness of the misconduct alleged against him. That 
the reply of the workman to the show-cause letter was not 
found satisfactory and accordingly issued with charge 
sheet letter No. lS/JS/448 dated 20-1-1998 levelling the 
following charges of misconduct under the CSOs. 

“Taking bribe or any illegal gratification”. 

“Breach of any law, rules, regulation or order 
applicable to the establishment.” 

The proceedings of the inquiiy committed were 
spread over 12 sittings from August, 1998 to March, 1999 
and the workman participated in the same, defended by a 
Defence Counsel of his choice. The committee had recorded 
the depositions of the CBI Inspector and the representative 
of HRD Department. That the workman was provided ftill 
opportunity to cross-examine the witnesses of the 
management. That it may rightly be submitted that the 
inquiiy was conducted as per the principles of natural 
Justice, equity and fair-play and the contention of the 
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workman that the inquiry was a mere farce is incorrect and 
baseless. The committee based on the documents taken 
on record and the deposition of the witnesses found the 
workman guilfy of charges. The worionan was served a 
copy of the report and was called to submit his repfy as to 
why the findings of the inquiry committed should not be 
accepted. The competent authority also perused the inquiry 
proceedings and the report of the inquiry committee and 
concurred with the findings of the later. The authority also 
perused the past record of the workman to find any 
mitigating or existing extenuating droiinstances warranting 
any reduction is proposed puiushmenf but frmnd none 
and observed that it was far from being satisfactory. 

That in view of the seriousness of the misconduct 
committed by the workman and his chequered history, it 
wasproposed to impose the punishment of “dismissal from 
the service” in terms of Clause 20(j) of the CSOs and the 
workman was called upon to subitdt his say. The authority 
found the reply of the workman not satisfactory. It perused 
tlie report of the inquiry committee, its proceedings and all 
relevant papers and concurred with the findings of the 
inquiry committee. The authority while perusing the reply 
filed by the workman to the proposed punishment, was of 
the view that the workman had not brought out any 
extenuating or mitigating circumstances which could 
warrant reduction in the proposed punishment and came 
to the conclusion that the ends of Justice would only be 
met if the workman was awarded the punishment of 
“dismissal from the service of the conqiany” and ordered 
accordingly. It is also submitted that the management has 
compiled with the requirement of Section 33(ii)(b) of the 
I.D Act, 1947. The said documents are enclosed herewith 
themaricedas Annexure-10,11 & 12. 

The workman applicant has filed rejoinder and in his 
rejoinder he has reiterated the averments of his claim 
statement and has denied most of the paras of the written 
statement. The management has also denied most of the 
paras of the claim statement. 

Evidence of both the parties has been taken. 

Issue regarding fairness of the inquiry for deciding 
it as preliminary issue has not been pressed by the 
management. 

Heard argument from both the sides and perused 
the papers on the record. Both the parties have filed written 
arguments also. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
Charge No. 1 is regarding taking bribes or aity illegal 
gratification. Charge No. 2 is regarding breach of any law, 
rules, regulations or orders applicable to the establishment. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman 
applicant that the charges are extremely vague and not 
specific. It has not been mentioned as to how much amount 
the workman applicant has received by way of illegal 
gratification. This would have been mentioned in the 


charges itself. In the second charge rules, regulations or 
orders applicable to the establishment has not be^ 
mention^. It has not been spoafically mentioned as to 
whichrule or regulations or order has been violated by the 
workman so the workman could not prove his innocence in 
view of the vague charges. In the domestic inquiry the 
workman has taken the stand that somebody has 
fraudulently collected the “No Objection Certificate” frdm 
Personnel Department. He has applied ftn: the No Objection 
Certificate but his passport 1^ expired so he ^d' not 
received the No Objection Certificate. It has been obtained 
by someone else. The workman during the inquiry has 
specifically denied that he did not collect the No Objection 
Certificate from the HRD Department as he came to know 
that his Passport No. W160522 has expired on 7-5-1994 
and no time was avaiable for the journey. The defence 
counsel asked the witness Shri S.B. Khatri wh^er he 
obtained any signature of the staff against issuance of No 
Objection Certificate. He has rq)lied that signatures are 
obtained by it ?, c-mcemed staff. He was not holding the 
charge of that section and he has further stated that he has 
not receipt so the management has Mled to prove that No 
Objection Certificate was collected by the worionan itself. 
It is possible that some other interested person would have 
collected the No Objection Certificate and could have 
qjplied for Visa. 

It was further submitted that forged Passports 
bearing No. RI78035, UI1399, K69081 &L409593 were 
submitted along with No Objection Certificate for Visa. The 
woikman did not go to Japanese Embassy. Theman^ement 
witness Shri Ramesh Kumar has stated that the fraudulent 
Visa application produced before the inquiry committee 
did not bear the workman’s signature. He confirmed that 
one Mr. Luis Thomas has filed his Visa application in the 
pame of the workman. The management witness has 
admitted that the signature was not of Shri Jagat Singh but 
his photo was pasted on the plication form. The witness 
has also stated that the investigation has been closed and 
concluded so the management during the course of inquiry 
has failed to prove that the workman ^plied for \isa. Mr. 
Luis Thomas has filed application for Visa in the name of 
the workman and his family members. In the Vsa 
application the photo of Sanjay, Son of workman, 
photograph of Nasib Singh, son of workman was affixed. 
There is no photo of the workman’s daugher but of 
somebody else. The findings of the inquiry committee that 
the charge regarding taking bribe or illegal, gratification is 
qompletely erroneous and perverse so it should be quashed 
qn that ground alone. 

The management witness during the coinse of 
inquiry has stated that he could not say as to who obtained 
the NOC from the department. As he was not incharge of 
that department during that particular period. It was 
submitted from the sic^ qfthe workman that in case the 
workman did not obtaips j^NOC it cannot be said that he 
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)ther person. The application for Visa docis 
[nature of the workman applicant though 
jeii affixed. 

emitted from the side of the management 
n applicant has replied to show cause notice 
y of 23-12-1997 and 20-02-1998. He has 
e obtained the NOC from the department 
Mr, Louis Charles to Collect Visa. The 
led document on SI. No. 2, Annexure-P-II 
J97 addressed to the management and 
n Para No. 3 & 4 it has been stated that after 
5 Charles told him that Passports are readly 
uired to get the Visa from Japan Embass;y. 
stated in Para-4 that he gave him (Lou is 
OC to collect the \isa and thereafter hie 
the Visa nor the Passport. It was submitted 
‘the workman applicant that the workman 
mitted in categorical terms that he obtained 
ive the same to Mr. Louis Charles to collect 
)Iies that the workman applicant has also 
i then only he gave him the NOC to collect 
xure-IV has been filed by the workman 
jlf in letter dated 20-02-1998 the workman 
at he obtained the NOC and he gave it to 
rles to collect the Vsa and thereafter hie 
1 the Vsa nor the Passports. In his cross 
0 the woikman has admitted that it is correct 
id his explanation dated 20-02-1998 to the 
;e sheet so the workman applicant admits 
ily to show cahse notice dated 20-02-1998 
r he has admitted that he obtained the NO C 
Ir, Louis Charles to collect his Visa. 

irther submitted from the side of the 
It the inquiry committee has mentioned thi s 
lings. It has been adnutted in the findings 
during the inquiry have not disclosed 
gnature for obtaining NOC but he himself 
s fact in his reply dated 23 -12-1997 and 
t he obtained NO C and gave it to Mr. Loui s 
I the basis of his admission that the inquiiy 
established the fact that the CSE obtained 
department and he gave it to Mr. Louis 
ct the Visa. There may not be his signatui e 
on for Visa but, since he gave NOC to Louis 
lect Visa he was aware of the fact that 
Visa will be moved on his behalf so he 
lined NOC and gave it to Mr. Louis Charles 
sa though he has not seen his Passport. Pie 
luded with Louis Charles to obtain Vsa 
the basis of his NOC. 

bmitted from the side of the management 
)elhi registered a case against the workma n 
'4 for illegal sale and purchase of India n 
valid Vsa in connivance with private 
isd gains withthe intention of transportirig 


unauthorized persons to foreign countries on the basis of 
fake and forged Passports. The CBI reported this matter to 
the management also. In the Ught of the information of the 
CBI the workman applicant was issued charge sheet and 
an inquiry committee was constituted to conduct inquin^ 
The inquiry committee after giving sufficient opportunity 
for cross examination the witnesses and production of 
witnesses by the CSE in defence, concluded the inquiiy 
proceedings and submitted the report and found the 
charges proved. He was given personal hearing thereafter 
the punishment of dismissal from sendee was awarded to 
the woikman applicant. 

It becomes quite obvious from perusal of the iiiqui ry 
proceedings that the management has examined two 
witnesses and they have been cross examined by the 
defence counsel of the CSE and he has been asked to 
produce evidence in his defence but he filed final statement. 
As such principles of natural justice have been followed 
in the inquiry proceedings. There is no defect in the 
proceedings conducted by the inquiry committee. It was 
submitted from the side of the workman applicant that 
during the inquiry it was not established that the workman 
received NOC from the HRD Department. The case of the 
workman is that he has no valid Passport so he gave 
Rs 1800/- to Mr. Louis Charles along with six copies of 
photographs of the members of his family to obtain 
Passports. It is also admitted by the CSE that he applied 
for NOC but he did not receive the same. The substantial 
question is whether the CSE has no valid passport as 
stated by him and w hether he received the NOC from the 
HRD Department or not. So far as the Passport is concerned 
the CSE himself has filed the Passport of Mr. Nasib Singh 
son of the CSE Jagat Singh, Passport No. A1410103 is.sued 
by Regional Passport Office (RPO) on 27-08-1996 and \ alid 
upto 26-08-2006 so it becomes quite obvious that atleast in 
the name of Mr, Nasib Singh, the own son of the CSE there 
was valid Passport. The show cause notice was given to 
the workman appheant on 05 -11 -1996 and his son Mr. Nasib 
Singh has a valid Passport on that date as Passport was 
issued to him on 27-08-1996 so the CSE has a valid Passport 
at the time of application for NOC. So far as the second 
point is concerned the workman applicant has admitted in 
letter dated 23-12-1997 and 20-02-1998 categorically and 
unequivocally that he obtained the NOC and handed over 
to Mr. Louis Charles to collect the Visa. It implies that the 
workman was aware of the fact that the applicant for Visa 
has been moved on his behalf and Passports of all the 
members of his family have been filed along with the Visa 
^pheation. It is immaterial whether he has put his signature 
on the Visa application or not. In fact he authorized Mr. 
Charles to obtain the Vsa so it shall be deemed that he was 
in knowledge of the fact that the application for the Vsa 
has been filed in his name along with valid Passports. 

It was submitted that the CBI Inspector during the 
course of inquiry has admitted that the case is concluded 
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and dosed. The management can still proceed in domestic 
inquiry. In domestic inquiry the sophisticated and strict 
Aes of evidence act are not applicable. There is no allergy 
to hearsay evidence provided it has reasonable nexus and 
credibility. All materials which are logically probative for a 
prudent mind arc permissible. It is settled law that the 
manag em ent can proceed in domestic inquiry even if there 
is acquittal from a court of law. The closure and conclusian 
of criminal proceedings by the Inspector, CBI caimot 
prevent the management to conduct the domestic inquiry. 
Misconduct however, should be proved in the domestic 
inquiry. I find no force in the argument of the CSE that 
investigation was closed and concluded so the management 
carmot conduct a departmental inquiry. The second point 
raised by the the workman applicant is that the charge 
sheet is vague. It has not been mentioned in the charge 
sheet as to how much amount the CSE received by way of 
illegal gratification. 

My attention was drawnto AIR 1984 SC 1805,ithas 
been held by the Hon’ble Supreme Court that in case there 
is misappropriation of employers money by co-workman 
by using his cheque book and the dismissed enqiloyee did 
not take part in that conspiracy the dismissed err^loyee 
cannot be held guilty of misconduct. The Hon’ble Supreme 
court found it a case of findgins based on no evidence. 
The Judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court is not 
applicable in the facts and circumstances of the case as the 
woikrnan^licanthiinsdf^liedforNOCand hectotained 
the NOC and gave it to Mr. Charles for collecting his Visa 
so it cannot be said to beun-aware ofthe ent^ conspiracy. 
My attention was also drawnto 19821LLJ Page 364. This 
law is not applicable in the present fects and circumstances 
ofthe case as no plea of loss of confidence has been taken 
by the management so this fact stands proved that the 
workman had a valid passport in the name of his sonNasib 
Singh so there is no question of getting fresh passport He 
apphed for NOC and he obtained NOC and he entrusted it 
to Mr. Charles to collect liis Visa on his behalf so the CSE 
has done or caused to be done the entireact. It implies that 
the CSE authorized Mr. Charles to obtain Passports on his 
behalf and he also authorized Mr. Louis Charles to obtain 
Visa on his behalf and he give him NOC so it shall be 
deemed that he participated in all the proceedings froin 
obtaining passport to obtaining Vsa. A person who 
authorizes and helps another person to commit an illegal 
act, shall be deemed to have accomplished that act. The 
CSE and Mr. Charles hatched the conspiracy to obta Visa 
of fake/forged passport but they did not succeed in their 
evil design. The matter was detected by the CBI and the 
management was informed accordingly so it shall be 
presumed that the CSE has himself tried to obtain fake and 
forged passport, moved application for Vsa and annexed 
his No Objection Certificate to that Vsa jqipUcation. All 
these activities are impliedly done by the CSE as he was 
fuUy aware of every stage of the activities. 


It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
no amount of illegal gratifiction has been mentioned in the 
charge sheet. The conspiracy hatched up by Mr. Louis 
Charles and the CSE was detected by the CBI so the exact 
amount Of illegal gratification cannot be ascertained. He 
might have sold the Vsa to any other person for a heavy 
amount so it cannot be ascertained as to how much 
gratification th^ would have received as the transaction 
was not conqilete. They indeed tried to fabricate valuable 
documents and it is in itself an offence. In such 
circumstances non-mention of the amount of illegal 
gratification is not very much material even if this single 
charge is proved, it will amount to serious misconduct on 
the part ofthe workman ^pheant. My attention was drawn 
to (2004) 8 see, this law is not apphcable in the present 
fects and circumstances ofthe case. In AIR 1976 SC 1080 h 
has been held that the dq)artmental proceedings do not 
stand on the same footing in which high degree of proof is 
required. The departmental proceedings are not strictly 
governed by the rules of evidence as contained in the 
evidenceact. Inviewofthis citation ofthe Hon’ble Supreme 
Court the domestic inquiry was valid even if criminal 
investigation was concluded and closed. 

It was also submitted that the punishment is to hash. 
It has been held by the Hon’ble Sipreme Court in (2005) 2 
see that it is not a normal jurisdiction of the superior 
courts to interfere with the quantum of punishment until it 
is wholly disproportionate to the misconduct proved. In 
this case the respondent was found sleeping while on duty 
and earlier on three occasions he has been found guilty so 
the Hon’ble Supreme Court refused to interfere with the 
quantum of punishment. 

In the instant case it is on record that once a warning 
was given to the workman applicant wlule he was found 
removing Cream packets from the first class galley of PAM 
Flight on25-04-1978 and he has been warned for habitual 
absenteeism and he has been awarded punishment of two 
stages in a time scale of pay from Rs. 1330/- to Rs. 1300/- 
for a period of one year 1990. The present misconduct of 
the workman ^hcant is a serious misconduct as he wanted 
to obtain Visa for selling it to other persons so the quantum 
of punishment is not shockingly dis-proportionate to the 
grave misconduct of the workman applicant. No 
interference on that count is required. 

The reference is replied thus:— 

The action of the management of Air India is 
dismissing the service of Shri Jagat Sm^ Staff No. 31162, 
Sr. Cleaner w.e.f 26-11-1999 is just, fair and legal. The 
workman applicant is not entitled to get any relief as prayed 
for. 

The Award is given accordingly. 

Dated: 21-07-20C5 

RN. RAI, Presiding Officer 
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8 2005 

16.—3TflrP|ZR, 1947 (1947 

7 % TTf^r 

gtfw a^f«r5pr>T/9R -^qrqr^, ^ 

JTT 8/2004 ) ^ 3r^nf^ t, ^ 
lOS^lTIRI^aTTqTI 

[■??. R^-11012/59/2003-aqT^ STRC'^Tt-I),] 
R^?. 'JK1I, 

Delhi, the 8th August, 2005 

6.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
tes Act, 1947.(14 of 1947), the Central 
publishes the award (Ref. No, 8/2004) 
^emment Industrial Ti^nal/Laboui 
d-I now as shown in the annexure in the 
e between the en^loyers in relation to 
3f M/s. Ariana Afgan Airlines P. Ltd. and 
which was received by the Central 
8-2005. 

[No. L-i 1012/59/2003-IR (C-I)] 
S, GUPTA, Under Secy. 

U SANT S^NGHBAL: PRESIDING 
ilCER: CmmALGOVT. 

PRIBUNAL, CUMLABOURCOUKT: 
NEWDELffl 

! matter of dispute between : 

LD.Na 8/2004 


jung Enclave, 

I 

VERSUS 

>r, 

1 Airlines Co. Ltd., 
shok Hotel, 


-Workman 


—^Management 


5: None for parties. 

AWARD 

I Government in the Ministry of Labour 
L-11012/59/2003-I.R (C.l)datedl4-l-04 
[lowing industrial dispute to this Tribunal 

;he demand of workman Shri Rajesh 
■cargo assistant for re-instatement of his 
)n resuming the Airlines services by the 
It of M/s Ariana Afgan Airlines Co. Ltd. 
and legal ? If yes, to what relief is the 
ititled?” 

esh Kumar for the workman appeared on 
i an a^lication fin* adjournment and later 


on Shri Rameshwar Clerk of Shri H.L. Kumar Advocate 
A/R for the management appeared and filed authority let¬ 
ter on behalf of Shri H.L. Kumar and R.P. Malik on behalf of 
the management. A receipt dated 8-12-99 appears to have 
been filed/placed on record indicating that die workman 
Rajesh Kumar Sharma has received a sum of Rs. 77860/- 
(Rupees Seventy Seven Thousand Eight Hundred Sixty 
only vide cheque No. 648548 dated 8-12-99 drawn on Punjab 
National Bank in fall and final settlement of his dues con¬ 
sequent to termination of services and it is also mentioned 
therein that he shall not claim any further compensation 
from Ariana Afgan Air lines on account of his termination. 
Thus it is apparent form the said receipt that the applicant 
has received the compensation of Rs. 77860/- in ftill and 
final settlement of his claims. Even otherwise 1 have no 
reason to disbelieve the statement made by Shri K.L. Ghai 
A/R for management that the workman has received the 
amount of Rs. 77860/- in fiill and final settlement of his 
claims and it appears that for this reason the workman is 
not appearing and prosecuting this case. The workman 
appears to have compromised the matter with the manage¬ 
ment. Case is, therefore, disposed of File be consigned to 
record room. 

Dated; 29-7-05 

SANT SINGH BAL, Presiding Officer 
fqcn1, 8 'SPTW, 2005 

W.3?r. 3147.—3^1 1947 (1947 

^ 14 ) ^ qRT 17 % 33^^^ % 

faql^4 =h[ 3ft3 3’!^ % ofl'q, q 

3TfqqpTn/9rF qq^K-Il % nw (r^ 7n5T[ 

77/2004) WriW t, ^ ^ 

4-8-2005^^1^1^^311^11 

[4.1^-20012/68/2004-331^ 3TK (^-I) ] 
R33. R3T. ■^Tqi, 33^3 

New Delhi, tlie 8th August, 2005 

S.O. 3147.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereb>' publishes the award (Ref. No.77/2004) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Dhaiibad-II now as shown in the annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of CCL and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 4-8-2005. 

[No. L-20012/68/2004-IR (C-I)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS¬ 
TRIAL TRBB UN AL (NO. 2) AT DHANB AD 

PRESENT: 

SHRI B. Biswas, Presiding Officer 
In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
I0(l)(d) of the I.D. Act., 1947 

REFERENCE. NO, 77 OF 2004 
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PARTIES: Employers in relation to the 

management of CQy’s Kalyani 
Project and their workman. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the workmen : None 

On behalf of the employers : Mr. D.K. Verma, Advocate 

State: Jharkhand Industry; Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 19th July, 2005. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, 
in exercise of the powers conferred on them under 
Section 10(l)(d) of ^ I. D. Act., 1947 has referred the 
following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication 
vide their Order No. L-20012/68/2004-IR(C-I), dated, the 
2nd July, 2004. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of S.D.Q. 1 
(Kalyani Project) of M/s C.C. Ltd, not to provide 
employment to Shri Roshan Kumar, dependent son 
of late Nandu Ram workman under para 9.3.2 of 
N.C. W.A. VI is justified ? If not, to what relief is the 
said dependent of concerned workmen entitled 7’ 

2. Inthisreferenceneithertheconcemedwoikman 
nor his representative appeared before this Tribunal. 
Management, however, made appearance through their 
authorised representative. Record shows that inspite of 
issuance of notices and show cause notice consecutively 
the workman/sponsoring union failed to turn up before 
this Tribunal in the matter of taking steps in the instant 
reference case. As per Rule 10(B) of the ID. Central Rules 
1957 it is mandatory to file Written Statement on the part of 
the concerned workman within 15 daj^ from the date of 
receipt of the order of reference. The workman/sponsoring 
union not only violated the above provision of rule but 
also did r»t consider necessary to respond to the rwtices 
issued by this Tribunal. Gesture of the workman/sponsoring 
union if is taken into consideration will e^qrase clearly that 
they arc not interested to proceed with the hearing of this 
case. Under the circumstances, this Tribumal also finds no 
reason to adjourn the case suo moto for days together. 
Hence, the case is closed and accordingly a ‘No dispute’ 
Award is passed in this reference presuming non-existence 
of any industrial dispute between the parties. 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 

8 2005 

3148 — 1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ «rRT 17 % % 

^ «FRT^-II % ■’jw (^T^ 93/96) ^ 

^ ^ 4-8-2005 ^ 

■^3TT«ni 

[^. t^-20012/243/1995-3n^31R(^-I)] 


New Delhi, the 8th August, 2005 

S.O. 3148.—^In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government herdjy publishes the award (^f. 93/96) of 
the Central Government Industrial TribunalA^abour Court, 
Dhanbad-II now as shown in the eiiq)loyers in relation to 
the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
management of E.CL.and their workmen, which was 
reedvedby the Central Government cn4-8“2005, 

[No. L.-20012/243/l995-IR(C-I)] 

S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 
ANNPXUKE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT: 

Shri B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(1) (d) of the I.D. Act., 1947 

REFERENCE NO. 93 OF 1996 

PARTIES: Employers in relation to the management 

ofM/s. Hiraram Colliery E.C.L. andtheir 
worionan. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the workmen : Mr DK. \feima. 

Advocate 

On behalf of the employers : Mr. B. M. Prasad, 

Advocate 

State: Jharkhand Industry: Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 19th July, 2005 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, 
in exercise of the powers conferred on them under 
Section 10(l)(d) of the I. D. Act., 1947 has rrfer^ the 
following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication 
vide their Order No. L-20012/243/95-IR(Coal-I), dated, the 
3rd September, 1996. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Hiraram 
Colliery of M/s. Eastern Coalfields Limited in 
superannuati ng Shri S.K. Ajad All, Senior Ovciiuan 
on 1-11-1993 is justified ? If not, to what relief the 
said workman is entitled to ?” 

2. In this case both the parties appeared and filed 
their respective Written Statement, documents etc. The 
case then proceeded along with its course. Subsequently, 
at the stage of hearing Ld. Advocate for the workman 
submitted that after the death of the concerned workman 
as no legal heir is appearing for substitution the instant 
reference may be disposed of on the basis of ‘No dispute’ 
Award. This is a case of 1996. It appears from the record 
that ample opportunities were given to the legal heirs of 
the deceased workman for their substitution but they did 
not consider necessary to take any step. At this stage it is 
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needless to procew with the heanng of this. Hence, a ‘No 
dispute’ Award is passed in this reference presuming non< 
existence of any ii idustrial dispute between the parties. 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 

8 3fTO, 2005 

3149—1947 (1947 

^ 14) ^ 

%. % % 1=h4=Hl<} % 

PT «rTO-II, (tM -^m 168/98 ) 

^ 4-8-2005 3IiHi 

^3TT«ni 

[■^i. 1^^-20012/311/1996-3fn^ 3TR (7T1-I ) ] 
R5FT. T^. 1T<TT, 

New )elhi, the 8th August, 2005 

S.O, 3149.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hen by publishes the award Ref (No. 168/ 
98) of the Central aovemment Industrial TribunaVLabour 
Court Dhanbad II now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Disput e between the employers in relation to 
the management of BC CL and their workman, which 
was received by th i Central Government on 4-8-2005. 

[No. L.-20012/3n/I996-IR(C-l)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE 1 HE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL PRIBUNAL (NO, 2) AT DHANBAD. 

PRESENT: 

Shri B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer. 

In the matter ol an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(])(d)ofthcI.D. Act., 1947 

REFl IRENCE No. 168 OF 1998 

PARTIES: Er iployers in relation to the management 

of: llodk-2 area of M/s. BCCL, and their 
woionan 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the v orkman : Mr. K. Chakravorty, 

Advocate 

On behalf of the e mployers : Mr. R. N. Ganguly, 

Advocate 

State: Jharkhand Industry: Coal. 

Dated, Dhaj ibad, the I9th July, 2005. 

AWARD 

The Govt of India, Ministry of Labour, 
in exercise of ti e powers conferred on them under 
Section 10(1 )(d) the I. D. Act., 1947 has referred the 
following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication 
vide their Order N). L-20012/31 l/96-IR(Coal-I), dated, the 
29th June, 1998. 


SCHEDUIE 

“Whether the demand of the Bihar Colhery Kamgar 
Union to promote Shri Jai Ram Singh to ^ post of 
Grade ‘A’ with effect from 1994 with all arrears of 
wages and consequential benefits is justffied ? If 
so, to what relief should be granted ?” 

2. Lnthis reference both the parties appeared through 
their authorised representatives and filed their respective 
Written Statement documents etc. In course of hearing 
Ld. Advocate tor the management relying on death certifi¬ 
cate of the concerned workman submitted that the 
concerned workman died on 30-1-2004 and since that date 
no stq) has been taken for filing any substitution petition 
on the part of the representative of the workman. Ld. 
Advocate who appearing on the side of the workman 
submitted that in the instant case a ‘No dispute’ Award, 
may be passed as the parties are not insterested to take 
further step with a view to proceed with the hearing of this 
case. Representative of the management does not raise 
any objection. In the circumstances, the case is close and 
accordingly a ‘No dispute’ Award is passed in this refer¬ 
ence presuming non-existence of any industrial dispute 
between the parties. 

B. BISWAS, Presidinc Officer 
M 8 2005 

3ir, 3150—1947 
(1947 ^ 14) ^ «1Rr 17 % 

%. % ^ "3^ RRtacf % 

•4’ ■RTRJR 

3TfRqrtT)T/?m tRW-II % (7K4 Tmi 

187/2000) RJt y^hir^lcIRRcfit, 4-8-2005 

TTIRT ^3TT qr I 

[^. ■q^-20012/348/2000-a(Ttf SIR ) ] 

T^. ■gRTT, aiRt 

New Delhi, the 8th August, 2005 

S.O. 3150.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government Itereby publishes the award (^f. No, 187/ 
2000) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court Dhanbad-II now as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of BCCL and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 4-8-2005. 

[No. L.-20012/348/2000-IR(C-I)l 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD. 

PRESENT: 

Shri B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer. 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(l)Cd)oftheI.D. Act., 1947 

REFERENCE No. 187 of 2000 
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PARTIES: Employers in relation to the management 

of Kustore Area of M/s. BCCL and their 
workmen. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the workmen : Mr S. Sharma 

On behalf of the employer : Mr. H. .Nath, Ld. 

Advocate 

State. Jharkhand Industry: Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 13th July, 2005. 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, 
in exercise of the powers conferred on them under 
Section lO(IXd) of the I. D. Act., 1947 has referred the 
following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication 
vide their Order No. L-20012/348/2000(C-I), dated, 29th 
November, 2000. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the Hfimand of the Union that the workmen 
Shri Devnand Sharma, Welder Cat. VI, Shri Rama 

Shankar Prasad Cap Lan^) fitter category VI and Shri 

Chhena Pradhan Mechanical Fitter Grade IV of 
Kustore Colliery should be considered for promotion 
in the light of the BCCL Circular No. BCCL/PER/IRr 

Auxe cadre/90/9639-789 dated 4-7-90 is justified and 

legal and whether the action of the management of 
Kustore Colliery of M/s BCCL in denying the 
{ncvnotion to the above workmen by not complying 
with the above instruction is justified & Legal? 
If not, to what relief are the workmen concerned 
entitl^ to T 

2. The case ofthe concerned workmen according to 

written statement submitted by the sponsoring union on 
theirbehalf in brief is as follows: 

The sponsoring union submitted that concerned 

vvoikman Devnand Sharma, Welder Cat VI is woiking sin^ 

1990 at Kustore Colliery. They submitted to his cchwoik- 
ers who are junior to him have got their promotions in 
Assistam Foreman Grade ‘C’ ignoring the eligibility ofthe 
concerned workman to get that promotion. 

They submitted that another concerned workman 
Ram Shankar Prasad is discharging his duties at Kustore 
Colliery since 1968 as Cap Lamp Fitter. They alleged that 
inspite of seniority management illegalty and arbitrarily is¬ 
sued order of promotion in favour of Shiv Shankar Prasad 
as Asstt. Cap Lamp in-charge in Gr. D supmseding the 
concerned workman. They submitted that similarty Chhna 
Pradhan who is Mechanical Fitter has been deprived m 
getting his promotion in higher grade due to arbitrary dea- 
sion of the management. 

They alleged that they raised Industrial Dispute for 
conciliation as the management illegally and arbitrarily ro- 
fiised to consider their promotion inspite of their seniority. 

Accordingly, they submitted {nayer to pass award 
directing the management to issue order of promotion in 
favour ofthe concerned workmen with all consequential 
benefits. 


3. Management on the contr^ after filing written 
statement-cum-rqoindcr have deni^ aU the claiins and 
allegations which the sponsoring union asserted in the 
written statement submitted on behalf of the concerned 
workmen. 

They submitted that as per provision of Cadre 
Scheme of the Company, the cases of promotion of 
employees of E & M Discipline of Kustore Colliety has 
been considered and those who have been fiiund suitable 
for promotion have already been promoted to next higlwr 
grade/category. They disclosed that as concerned 
workmenfailedto qualifyfor higher promotion and also as 
there was no vacancy the management could not consider 
their promotion. 

They submitted that knowing fully well of this to 

the sponsoring union raised Industrial Dispute which is 
not tenable in the eye of law. Accordingly, they submitted 
prayer to pass award rejecting the claim ofthe concerned 
wcxkmeiL 

4. Pmntsto be Decided 

“Whether the ft^mand of the union that the workmen 
Shri Devnand Sharma, Welder Cat. VI, Shri Rama 
Shankar Prasad C^ lamp Fitter category VI and Shri 
Chhena Pradhan Mechnical Fitter Grade IV of Kustore 
Colliery should be considered for promotion in the 
fight ofthe BCCL Grcular No. BCCL/PER/IR/Auxr 
cadre/90/9639-789 dated 4-7-90 is justified and legal 
and whether the action of the management of 
Kustore Colliery of M/s. BCCL in denying the 
promotion to the above workmen by not complying 
with the above instruction is justified & legal? 

If not, to what relief are the workmen concerned 
entitled?” 

5. Finding with reasons 

It appears from the record that instant case was fixed 
for ex-parte hearing as neither the sponsoring union nor 
the concerned workmen inspite of getting ample scope 
^ed to ai^iear and also to adduce evidence with a view to 
substantiate their claim It is further seen that inspite ai 
giving sufficient opportunity manag^ent also did not 
consider necessary to adduce atty evidence. 

Accordingly considering the materials on record let 
it be considered if the claim ofthe concerned workmen as 
per reference stands on any cogent footing or not. 

Considering the pleadings of both sides there is no 
dispute to hold that they are woikiiig at Kustore Colliery 
Contention of the sponsoring union is that concerned 
woriemanDevnand Sharma is working as Welder in Cat. VI 

since 1990. They alleged that superseding the claim of this 
workman by order ofthe management his ^ors have got 
their promotion in Asstt. Foreman Gr. C similarly Mother 
workman Rama Shankar Prasad who is discharging his 
duties as Cap lamp Fitter since 1968 was siqiersededby his 
junior Shiv Shankar Prasad in Gr. D as Asstt. Cap Laxap 
incharge. They further alleged that promotion of Chhena 
Pradhan, Mechnicial Fitter has been with held by the 
management 
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On the cor trary as per written statement contention 
ofthe manageme it is that all promotion of employees under 
them are consid ;red as per conditions laid down in the 
Cadre Scheme j nbject to availability of vacancy. They 
submitted that < uestion of consideration of promotion 
does not arise if t le concerned workman fails to qualify for 
promotion. 

There is n) dispute to hold that Job nomenclature 
has clearly formi dated the guide line how promotion of a 
workman in the higher post will be considered by the 
management. It i s the allegation of sponsoring union that 
workman Dev N indan Sharma and Ram Shankar Prasad 
were superseded by their juniors to higher posts. Inspite 
of claiming so th< i sponsoring union have failed to produce 
any material evidence that though these two workmen 
though qualified for promotion management arbitrarily 
ignoring their cl; dm promoted other workmen who were 
juniors to them.' "he sponsoring union also have failed to 
produce any paps r to show that management withheld the 
promotion of Clhena Pradhan. It transpires uom their 
written statemei i that they have all these allegations 
against the mana jement but did not consider necessary to 
adduce evidence for substantiating the allegation in 
question. 

It is to be ta ten into consideration that facts disclosed 
in the written itatement can not be considered as 
substantive piece of evidence until and unless the same 
are substantiated by cogent evidence. 

Record slows that inspite of getting ample 
opportunity neither the sponsoring union nor the 
concerned workti ten considered necessary to adduce any 
evidence with a v ew to substantiate their claims. As such, 
just relying on th j facts disclosed in the written statement 
there is no scope at all to up hold the contention of the 
s^nsoring union and for wlhch there is no scope at all to 
give any relief in view of their prayer. As the sponsoring 
union for their wl imsical acts has failed to substantiate the 
claim in question they are not entitled to give any relief 
In the resuii the following award is rendered; 

T hat the dei tiand of the union that the workman S hri 
Dev Nanda n Sharma, Welder Cat. VI, Shri Ram 
Shankar Pr isad Cap Lamp Fitter Cat. VI and Shri 
Chhena Pr; idhan Machanical Fitter, Grade IV of 
Kustore CoJ liery should be considered for promotion 
in the light t fthe BCCL Circular No. BCCL/PER/IB/ 
Auxa cadre/ 90/9639-789 dated 4-7-90 is not justified 
and legal. T he action ofthe management of Kustore 
Colliery of Mt/s BCCL in denying the promotion to 
the above w ukmen by not complyiqg with the above 
instuction ii justified & legal; 

Consequem ally, the concerned workmen named 
above are not enti tied to get any relief 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 
^ ^ 8 2005 
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(tM WIT 8/1998) 

^ y<=hlR'm 4-8-2005 ^ W<T 

[B.-0:^-20012/508/1995-3^31K (rit-1) ] 

RB. RB. -JBn, ^ Bf^ 

NewDelhi, the 8th August, 2005 

S.O. 315L—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award Ref 8/1998) of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Coun, Dhanbad-Il now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the Employers in relation to 
the management of BCCL and tiieir workmen, w4iich was 
received by the Central Government on 4-8-2005. 

[No. L.-20012/508/1995-IR(C-I)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT: 

Shri B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 10(1) 
(d) ofthe I.D. Act., 1947 

REFERENCE No. 8 of 1998 

PARTIES: Employers in relation to the management 

ofBagdigi Colliery of M/s. BCCL and their 
workmen. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalfof the workmen : None 

On behalf of the employers : Mr. D.K. \brma. Advocate 

State: Jharkhand Industry; Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 12th Jufy, 2005. 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of 
the powers conferred them under Section 10(l)(d) ofthe 
I. D. Act., 1947 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication \ide their Order No. L-20012/508/ 
95-IR(CoaI-I), dated, the 7th January, 1998. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the demand of the Janta Sharmik Sangh, 
Dhanbad for regularisation of S/Sh. Aijun Pasw an, 
LalanPaswan and Kapildeo Paswan as contained in 
their letter dtd. 10-2-1995, is legal and justified? If so. 
to what relief are these workmen entitled?'' 

2. The case ofthe concerned workmen according to 
Written Statement submitted by the sponsoring union on 
their behalf in brief is as follows:— 
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The sponsoring union submitted that the concerned 
workmen were declared as delisted Casual Wagon loaders 
along with Uirge number of workmen at Bagdigi Colliery by 
the management. They submitted that after delisting those 
workers managenient provided regular eiiq)loyment to many 
delisted workers at different collieries in pursuance of 
demand of different unions on the basis of settlement 
excepting the concerned workmen though their case was 
on the same footing with those workers who were 
regularised. They submitted that as their names were not 
included in the said settlement they submitted 
representation to the management fw their regularisation 
as they put their attendance for more than 75 days durii^ 
1973 to 1976. Thereafter on the basis of Notification dt. 

15“ 1-83 management interviewed the concerned workmen 
along with 15 delisted workmen to ascertain thdr respective 
fitness and genuinity for consideration of their regular 
employment. They disclosed that after the said interview, 
the Agent, BagrUgi Colliery submitted his report on 
8-10-83 to Head Quarters, KoylaBhawan. Thereafter Dy. 
C RM. (M P & R) of the Headquarter appointed Sri N.P. 
Sinha and Sri Samar Sinha, Persormel M^ger to examine 
and submit report in view of report submitted by the Agent 
but till 14-8-86 no action was t^en in the light of the report 
of the Agent. 

However, vide letter No. 34964 dt. 14-8-86. Mr. R.P. 
Singh, Persormel Manager of BCCL H.Q. (MP & R) 
communicated to the General Manager of Lodna Area to 
take action being the competent authority for giving regular 
employment to such casi^ workers as per recent Circular 
issued by Director (P). Accordingly said RP. Singh sent 
the entire file connected with the case of the concerned 
workmen to Lodna Area office. Th^ disclosed that 
surreptitiously the said file was found missing. Accordingly 
new ^e was reconstructed and the Headquarter constitute 
a committee of five members under Chairmanship of Dy. 
CMS, Bagdigi Colliery vide letter No. BCGL/IR/RCA/88/ 
6456 dt. 31-5-88. The said committee submitted report oA 
31-5-88 in favour of the concerned worlanen. Thereafter 
the concerned workmen individually approached the 
management for their regularisation. The sponsaing union 
also by letter dt. 1-6-93 requested the management for 
regularising the concerned workmen but as the 
management refused to take any action they raised an 
industrial dispute for conciliation which ultinuitefy resulted 
reference to this Tribunal for adjudication. 

The Sponsoring union accordingty submitted prayer 
to pass Award directing the management to regularise the 
concerned workmen in service with retrospective effect 
along with back wages and other consequential relieves. 

3. Management on the contrary after filing Written 
Statement-cum-rejoinder have denied all the claims ard 
allegations which the sponsoring union asserted in the 
Written Statement submitted on behalf of the concerned 
workmen. 

They submitted that during the year 1973 to 1976 
there was eratic supply of wagons in the railway siding so 
much so on some particulars days no wagon used to be 
supplied for loading of coal whereas on some other days 
large number of wagons used to be supplied for loading 


coal within the stipulated period of 5 hours. Considering 
the then existing conditions of management, they used to 
engage u nskil led loader available on a particul^ day as 
casual wagon loader for carrying on loading job. After 
introduction of machanical device from 1976 they 
discontinued the engagement of casual loader on day to 
day basis for loading wagons with coal. They disclosed 
that the concerned workmen placed their Claim for 
performing their job as casual wagon loaders during the 
period from 1973 to 1976 but failed to produced any 
docuement indicating their employment as casual wagon 
loaders during the periodin quastion. They could riOt show 
any letter of appointment aS casual wagon loader or ?tny 
I.D. Card or any employment record including Bonus Card 
or document relating to CMPF membership to indicate that 
they were on the roll of Bagdigi Colliery as Casual Wagon 
Loader. They submitted that all the circulars relating to 
appointment of Badli Miner/Loader or recruitment of fresh 
miner/loader werecancelledbythe year 1992 as there was 
surplus manpower in almost all the collieries and after 1992 
there exists no circular for recruitrnem of workmen out of 
the casual loaders who worked during the year 1973 to 
1976 and put their attendance for 75 days or more in each 
year. They submitted fiuther that the present demand made 
by the sponsoring union is a stale demand as no claim can 
be advanced after 20 years from the discontinuance of 
workmen of causual errq)loyment. Accordingly, the claim 
for regularisation of the concerned workmen is filegal, 
unjustified and not maintaina ble and for which they have 
submitted their prayer to pass Award rejecting the claim of 
the concerned workmen. 

4. Points to be decided 

“Whether the demand of the Janta Sharmik Sangh, 

Dhanbad for regularisation of S/Sh. Aijun Paswan, 

Lalan Paswan and Kapildeo Paswan as contained in 

their letter dt 10-2-1995, Is legal and justified? If so, 

to what relief are these workmen entitled?” 

5. Finding with Reasons 

It transprires flnm the record that the sponsoring 
union with a view to substantiate their claim examined one 

witness as WW-1, Management also with a view to establish 

their claim examined one witness as MW-1, WW-1 during 
his evidence disclosed that the cortcemed workman started 
working as casual wagon loader in theyear 1969 and worked 
there for about 7/8 years continuously and thereafter the 
managenKnt without assigning any reason stopped them 
from work This witness at the relevant time was the 
Organishing Secretary of Rashtriya Colliery Mazdoor 
Sangh. As the management without giving any notice or 
assigning any reason stopped them from work they took 
up the matter with the management and in course of talk 
management assured to provide job to the concerned 
workmen as casual woikers/badli miner/loaders if it is found 
that during the period of their work they put their attendance 
for more than 75 days in a year. They further submitted that 
the concerned workmen also appeared in the interview 
rallftH by the managem ent and submitted all relevant papers 
in support of their claim. Photocopies of the papers 
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e workmen are marked as Ext. W-1 to 
ction. It has been alleged that though th<; 
[len qualified in the interview' management 
employment and as a result of which they 
:er with the management again and their 
ded to the headquarters for decision but 
s did not issue any order. In support of 
msoring union relied on a report submitted 
LOto copy of which was marked as Ext. W - 
report he submitted that the headquarters 
^ order for appointment of the concerned 
or which they were compelled to raise 
te before the ALC (C) for conciliation, 
amination this witness admitted that the 
ating to the employment of the casual 
t their attendance for 75 days in a year 
od 1973 to 1975 was recalled by the 
the year 1992. This witness admitted tha t 
nent marked as Ext. W-2 one workman 
Liring 1974-75 put his attendance for 2/3 
h He further admitted that as per the said 
he concerned workmen are appearing in 
116butwith(mt any surname. This witness 
that they are equipped with all papers to 
:oncemed workmen worked under the 
vagon loader and put their attendance for 
in each year from 1973 to. 1975, failed to 
ch paper to substantiate the claim of the 
nen. This witness further admitted that at 
le casual workers were eligible to open 
ey also used to be provided with Bonus 
0 was the Personnel manager posted at 
r during his evidence disclosed that tKc 
:men never worked in any capacity a t 
during the period fi-om 1969 onwards. He 
there was a circular issued by the 
;he effect that if any workmen during the 
to 1976 worked under the management as 
and put their attendance for 75 days in 
ises for regularisation will be considered 
nent. The concerned workmen nevei: 
pplication in view of that circular to the 
their regularisation. This witness furthei' 
le said circular was recalled in the yeai* 
ch it is not operative. 

IS per the claim of the sponsoring union it 
le concerned workmen were engaged as; 
iders during the period 1973 to 1976. It is; 
n that management delisted several casuaJi 
icluding the concerned workmen without 
r regularisation in service and for which; 
j matter with the management for their 
It is their further contention that the 
lied a circular to the effect that the casual 
ho worked for more then 75 days in eacli 
eriod 1973 to 1976 will be considered for 


their Relying on the said report the representative of the 
concerned workmen submitted that the names of the three 
concerned workmens are appearing in SI. Nos. 7, B and 14 
On the contrary the names appearing in these Si. Nos are 
not complete with their surnames for which there is no 
scope to draw conclusion if these workmen are the conenied 
workmen as per the order of reference.. On the contrary' 
from page 6 of the report the name of one Lalan Pasw'an is 
appearing at SI. No. 7 where from it transpires that during 
the period 1974-75 the said workman worked under the 
management for 2 days and 3 days respectively. Again in 
page 7, names of Lalan, Kapildeo and Aqun are jqrpearing 
in SI. Nos. 10,14 and 15 without disclosing their surname. 
According to this report total attendance put by them during 
1973 to 1976 were 103 days, 76 days and 86 days. If the 
circular issued by the management its taken into 
consideration it is clear that during the period 1973 to 1976 
each worker should put attendance atleast 75 days in a 
year. If this report is taken into consideration in that case 
there is no scope to now conclusion that these three persons 
i.e. Lalan, Kapildeo and Aqun could fulfil the conditions as 
laid down in the circular. Again in the same page it transpires 
that against the name of Lalan, Kapildeo and Aijim two 
persons claiming the same name each appear. It is admitted 
fact that the said circular was withdrawn in the year 1992. 
Therefore, on the basis of the said circular after 1992 there 
was no scope to consider claim of the concerned workmen. 
However, before taking into consideration of this fact d 
has to be established that these three concerned workmen 
were engaged by the management and worked during the 
period 1973 to 1976 as casual wagon loaders. They are also 
liable to establish that they were taken to badli list 
thereafter. WW-1 during his evidence disclosed that at 
that relevant time there was regularisation subject to 
fulfilment of certain conditions. The sponsoring union 
submitted that in view of the said circular management 
though regularised a good number of casual workers did 
not consider to regularise these three concerned workmen 
in service and for which they made representations and on 
the basis of the re-presentations the Agent Bagdigi Colliery 
submitted his report to the Headquarters on 8-10-83 and 
thereafterDy. C.RM. (MP & R) ofHeadqtiarters appointed 
Mr. N.P. Sinha and Sarmar Sinhato examine and submit 
report in view of the report submitted by the Agent. Till 
14-8-86 no action was taken in the light of the report ofthe 
Agent. They submitted that Mr. RP. Singh, Personnel 
Manager BCCL vide letter No. 34964 dt. 14-8-86 
communicated the General Manager, Lodna Area to take 
action being the Competent Authority for giving regular 
employment to such casual workers as per circular issued 
by the Director (P). Along with the said letter Mr. R. P 
Singh also sent the entire file connected with the case of 
the concerned workmen to Lodna Area office. As the said 
file was missing a new file was constructed and the 
headquarter constituted a committee of five members under 
Chairmanship ofDy. C.M.E., Bagdigi Colliery vide letter 
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No, BCQVIR/RCA/88/6456 dt, 31-5-88. The said conmiittee 
submitted their report in favour of the concerned workmen 
and in view of that report the concerned workmen 
approached the management for their regularisation in 
service. The sponsoring union also by letter dt. 1-6-93 
requested the management for regularisation of the 
concerned workmen but the management did not consider 
necessary to give any importance to their submission. In 
support of this claim the sponsoring union relied on the 
report of the management which during evidence was 
marked asExL W-2. provisionfor tpening of C.P.MF. record 
for contribution of C.M.P.F. WW-1 further admitted that 
management also issued Bonus card to the casual workers 
for drawing bonus. This witness during evidence though 
assured this Tribunal to submit all necessary papers did 
not consider necessary to produce any paper to show that 
the names of the concerned workmen were recorded in the 
C.M.P.F. record and they contributed their wages towards 
C.M.PF. and also they received bonus card. It is the 
contention of the sponsoring union that the concerned 
workmen were .engaged as casual wagon loaders and 
performed their duties during the period in question. But in 
course of hearing they have failed to produce any 
appointment or any paper to show that they were actually 
engaged by the management to discharge their duties as 
casual wagons loaders. There is no dispute to hold that 
against work the casual wagon loaders used to receive the 
wages from the management. Naturally if the claim of the 
sponsoring union is taken into consideration then in that 
case the concerned workmen also received wages from the 
management against discharging of their duties but it is 
shocking to note that the sponsoring union did not submit 
a single scrap of paper to show that not only they received 
wages from the management but also they received bonus 
as per bonus card issued to them. They had the scope to 
produce papers relating to C.M.P.F. record with a view to 
support their claim but that too the sponsoring union did 
not consider to produce. 

It is,the contention of the sponsoring union that the 
Agent, Bagdigi Colliery submitted a report to the 
Headquarter wherein the names of the concerned workmen 
were included. Subsequently they were interviewed by the 
Headquarter and selected. They submitted that in support 
of their claim the concerned workmen submitted their 
credentials which during evidence ofWW-I were marked 
as Ext. W-1, W-1/1 and W-1/2. From these papers there is 
no scope to arrive into conclusion that these papers were 
actually submitted to the management in support of their 
claim as his same neither bear any office seal nor any 
endorsement of the official of the management. Accordingly, 
considering these documents there is no scope to arrive 
into conclusion that the concerned workmen were selected 
in the interview conducted by the management and 
thereafter they submitted these ptq)eis in support of their 
credentials. Therefore, re%ing on these documents there 
is no scope to arrive into conclusion that the concerned 


wormen actually worked under the management as casual 
wagon loaders during the period in question. I have already 
discussed the photo copy of the report marked as Ext. 
W-2. From this report excepting one Lalan Paswan as 
appearing in page No. 6 I do not find the name of other 
workmen with their surname. Onus lies on the sponsoring 
union to establish that Aqun Paswan and Kapildeo Paswan 
are the actual and ^nuine workmen who worked as casual 
workman under the management. If Lalan Paswan is 
considered as genuine wodanan in that case his claim does 
not stand on the ground that he fulfilled the condition as 
laid down in the circular in the matter of attendance of 75 
days. Actually during the years 1974,1975 this workman 
Lalan Paswan gave his attendance for 2 and 3 days only. 

WW-1 during evidence admitted that in the year 1992 
the said circular issued by the management was recalled 
and for which it has no effective value. Therefore, when 
once the said circular was recalled and not in operation 
there is no scope on the part of the sponsoring union to 
claim regularisation of the concerned workman retying on 
the circular in view of the industrial dispute raised by them 
after recalling that circular. The sponsoring union in course 
of hearing examined one trade union leader as W W-1 but 
did not consider necessary to examine the concerned 
workmen. Had that been so there was scope for 
indentification of the concerned workmen if they actually 
worked under the management during the period in 
question. Considering all materials on record there is 
sufficient reason to say that the sponsoring union in a 
very reluctant way proceeded with the hearing of this case. 
Onus was absolutely on them initially to establish that the 
concerned workmen were engaged by the management to 
work as casual wagon loader and secondly their onus was 
to establish that they actually worked for more than 75 
days in a year during 1973 to 1976.1 find no hesitation to 
say that they lamentably trained to fulfil the conditions as 
mentioned above. Record shows clearly that after recalling 
the said circular by the management in the year 1992 the 
sponsoring union raised this industrial dispute. Therefore, 
onus was on the sponsoring union to establish that even 
though the circular was recalled the concerned workmen 
are entitled to get their regubrisation but this fact also 
they have feiled to establish in course of hearing. 

In view of the facts and circumstances I find no 
hesitation to say that the sponsoring union have lamentably 
failed to establish the claim of the concerned workmen and 
for which there is no scope to give any relief in view of 
their prayer. In the result, the following Award is 
rendered:— 

“The demand of the Janta Sharmik Sangh, Dhanbad 
for regularisation of S/Sh. Arjun Paswan, Lalan 
Paswan and Kapildeo Paswan as contained in their 
letter dt. 10-2-1995 is not legal and justified. 
Consequently, the concerned workmen are not 
entitled to get any relief.” 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 
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Delhi, the $th August, 2005 
.—In pursuance of Section 17 of ilie 
es Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
ly publidies tfie sward (Ref. No. 187/2001) 
ovenunent Industrial Tribunal/Laboiir 
Snow as shownin the Annexurein the 
e between the enq)loyersin relation to 
E.C.L. and their workmen, whidi was 
ential Gov^iunent on 4-8-2005. 

[No. L-200i2.121/2001-IR(C-I)] 
S.S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

[HE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
TRIBUNAL (NO 2) AT DHANBAD 
: ShriB. iTesiding Officer. 

Industrial ’Ksder Section 10?; l)(d) 

47. 

leference No. 187/2001 
[oyer in relation to the management of 
ua Area of M/s ECL, PO Mugma, Dt. 
bad and their workmen. 


TOrkmen : Shri S. Bose 

smployer : Slui B.M. Prasad, Ld. 

Advocate 

and Industry : Coal 

►ated the 12th July, 2005 

AWARD 

The Govt. 4)f.India Ministry of labour, in exercise of 
the powers conf( rred them under Section 10(l)(d) of the 
I.D. Act, 1947 hiS referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjuc ication vide their Order No. L-20012/121/ 
2001-LR.(C-I)da ed, the 10th July, 2001. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether t le action of the management of M/s. ECL 
in not regiJlaris in g Sri T.K. mukheijee and Sri J.L. 

■ as Magazine Clerks from 1993 and 1997 
y is fair and justified? If not, to what rebel 
cemed worionen entitled ?”. 
se of the concerned workman according 
lent submitted by the sponsoring union 
brief is as follows: 

iring union submitted that the concerned 
ning helpers in Cat Hof K^asara Colliery. 


They submitted that mariagement deployed them as 
Magazine Clerk against permanent vacancy in the year 
1993 and in the year 1997 in that edacity they are working 
continuously. They submitted as the concerned workman 
continuously for years together discharged their duties as 
Magazine Clerk they have got their eligibility to be 
regularised as Magazine Clerk in clerical Gr. II imd 
accordinigy they submitted representation to the 
management through sponsoring union to regularise them 
in that grade. They alleged that incite of submitting 
representation management did not consider their prayer 
and for which they were compelled to raise Industrial 
dispute. The sponsoring union accordingly submitted pras 
to pass award directing the management to regularise 
concerned workmen T.K. Mukheijee w.e.f 1993 andShri 
J.L. Kumbhjkar w.e.f 1997 as Magazine Clerk with 
appropriate seniority' and other consequential benefit. 

3. Management on the contrary after filing written 
statement-cum-rejoinder have denied all the claims and 
allegations which the sponsoring union asserted in the 
written statement. 

They submitted tliat after introduction of Cadre 
Scheme duly formulated by J.B .C. C. I. there is no scope for 
regularisation of any time rated or piece rated worker in 
any clerical post as because the avenue of selection of any 
workman in clerical post is quite different They submitted 
that the concerned workmen are time rated helper in Cat. 1II 
and are performing the time rated jobs. They alleged that 
the concerned workmen have made out this case to get a 
clerical jobs with the help of litigation by circumventing 
the provisions of Cadre Scheme as well as specific 
restrictions imposed by the Head Quarter. Accordingly, 
they submitted that on the basis of state demand no relief 
could be given to them and for which they submitted prayer 
to pass award rejecting their claim. 

4. POINTS TO BE DECIDED 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s. ECL 
in not regularising Sri T.K. Mukheijee and Sri J .L. 
Kumbhjkar as Magazine Clerk from 1993 and 1997 
respectively is fair and justified? If not, to what relief 
are the concerned workmen entitled”. 

5. FINDING WITH REASONS 

It appears from the record that the concerned 
workmen or the sponsoring union inspite of giving ample 
opportunity has failed to appear with a view to substantiate 
the claim in question the instant reference case was fixed 
for exparte hearing. In course of exparte hearing 
management also declined to adduce any evidence. 

In view of this situation let it be considered if the 
concerned woriemen are entitled to get any relief or not. 
Considering the peladings of both sides there is no dispute 
to hold that the concerned workmen are Mining he^iers in 
time rated Cat. 11. The contention of the sponsoring union 
is that being directed by the management concerned 
workmen T.K. Mukheijee and J.L. Kumbhjkar started 
discharging their duties as Magazine Clerk from 1993 and 
1997 respectively against permanent vacancy. They 
submitted that in the said capacity they continuously 
discharged their duties for years together. Accordingly, 
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they submitted representation to the management fortheir 
regularisadon as Magazine Clakin deiical Gr. n ftom 1993 
and 1997 respectively but to no effect and for which they 
raised IndusMal dilute. 

On the contrary it is the contention of the 
management that after introduction of cadre sdieme as per 
J.B.CC.I. Circular there is no scope of switching over 
designation of any workman from one cagtegory to one 
cadre. They submitted that as per cadre scheme there is 
specific norm for seledton of any workman in deiical gtad^ 
and for which there is no scope for any woikmaii who is in 
category I or II to get his regularisation directly in clerical 
grade without facing the sdeciton process. 

It is the specific claim of the sponsoring union that 
as per order of the management the concerned workman 
started working as Magazine Qerks fiomthe year specified 
above against permanent vacancy. In view of that 
submission onus is on the sponsoring union to establish 
that management issued necessary order in their favour to 
work as magazine clerk against permanent vacancy. It is 
seen that inspite of giving an^le opportunity the 
sponsoring union have foiled to produce an iota of evident 
to show that they took up the work of magazine clerk in 
view of order issued by the management It is their further 
contention that in the said capacity they discharged their 
duties continuously for years together, incite of claiming 
so they have also failed to substantiate the said claim. 

Accordingly, it is seen that excepting placing claim 
for regularisation of the concerned workmen in the post of 
magazine clerk Much comes under deiical grade they have 
failed to produce any congent paper. It is to be taken into 
consideration that facts disclosed inthe written statement 
for regularisation as magazine derk can not be considered 
as substantive piece of evidence until and unless such 
claim is substantiated by cogent evidence. 

In view of the facts and circumstances discussed 
above I find no hesitation to say that sponsoring union 
inspite of getting ample opportunity have failed to justify 
their claim and for which the concerned workman are not 
entitled to get any relief. In the result the following award 
is rendered: 

“That the action of the management of M/s. ECL in 
not regularising Sri T.K. Mukheijee and Sri J.L. 
Kunibhjkar as Magazine Qoksfiom 1993 and 1997 
re^ectively is fair and justified. Consequently, the 
concerned workman named above are not entitled to 
get any relief.” 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 
9 2005 

giT.aiT. 3153.—1947 
(1947^ 14) 

% "JRW5r % trsre Rql'Ji'til’ ^ ^ 

5/2001) ^ 

^ 9-8-2005 ^ ITRT \ 

[7T. t^-29012/131/2000-^3inT (firf^)] 
■q»T. 


New Delhi, the 9th August, 2005 

S.O. 3153.—^In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dilutes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes die award (Ref. No. 5/2001) 
of the Industrial Tribunal, Uda^ur as shown in the 
Aimexure, in the Industrial Dilute between the 
management of M/s. Mewar Marble Ltd. and theirwoikman, 
received by the Central Government on 9-8-2005. 

[No.L-29012/131/2000-lR(M)] 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 

fq«aiq 

IHM 


Uch<U | iKm : s/2001 

Rqwl Tra^mi 










WlhM: "SlRf ^ I 

fiRRt: 12^^5?n^, 2005 
% SR ■JRlcR ‘SR ^ : T??!- 

29012/131/2000/3TT^.3STR. (IR) fiRR) 27-3-2001 ^ 

PtHprifiad ^ 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s. 
Mewar Marbles Ltd. Nizrana, Dt. Rajsamand m 
terminating the services of Shri Randal S/o Shn 
Krishna ji Ex. Beldar w.e.f. 4-5-1999 is legal and 
justified? If not, what relief the concerned workmen 

is entitled to?”, 

■ 5 ^ 3TT^ wrr TtTR ?3TT 

^ 1-5-01 ^ -SRRJT : 5/01 ^ 

fifRT ■511^ ^ ^ ^ 

m\\ 

^ ^ ^ 3fk 

■SHRT fil; 1-4-99 ^ ‘StHf 
WPTU 1500 *111 

31-3-99 a«t> 
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'5IFTf "Sfit 

yqiFcif? 

^"3^ •3Tf?rf^ 
^dl aWM'li) 

19-2-2000 ^ 
3n«^nR^f?^TFii 

^Ini % I 1 ^* 
*11? ^ 

=M<,“| 

^HiHi 

^ Tlf^T 


1-4-99-^i^nT^f 
i^^f^iTn«ff% 15 <T^TFTcl^'5^^' 

^ % I f^ lip-jn^if % 

r 1-4-99 ^3rT«Tf 

^ ^T<TPT f^ "T^, T^ ^ ^ 

[t(T^qi 3T^ ^ ^ IJi^PTtor 

:. 1-4-99%^3rT«ff^f%^'^^-^JFRTf 

% in^ff ^ 

^'eim "3^ "STr 

cTT^'^'f^'T^, <5 ^<s(5( 

? 1%5l%q^SKI 

^^7rqT%'q^.T^. ■sfrlTif^iTO^^ 
11 3IT«ff ^ ^STtPf^ ^ 

^ Tlf^ ^ ■3RT "=1^ ■5F1T^ t 

^ f^’T^ 3TO?^ 'Sftr ^5WR 

% 1^??^ ■^ % ■^jRT'r3T^%T 
h 3n«Nl ^ % ^qf ^ ^ 

srrsff ^ ^7qTf^?T ^ f^q ^ 
q 1=RWT 73f%?T Ti^T 3rq ■?nft w'^’ ^q%w 
qqi ^ qjT Fjif-'59^ fenr ^ \ 


fqq# % "sprfq 3n*^TT Rq ISR^ "SR ^ qT«R 
3T^qtqiR 1^ % ■ Tiqf qit 3T^ 84 ^ TR 

^q^^i'SfTqf qrlPi^Pw iO'^88‘^q?lT7^^OT7'sjTqf 

^ 37T^ 48 sft % 3Ti#>m % 3?^;^ 

23 %3T5^1^Tf=I^'3g 58q^t^|^TOTTnqf'^30 qf 


1998 qit 58 qfr ^qJT # qt I qr^Ht qfr 3fTTfe 

^ % qjT [orqjt 4 99 ^-g^ Tjqr I 

■qf WIT "T^ t Iq ■ mqf % ■^'15 qif <TqT 31^ qff I 

3iTqf Mii'ti Id^ 4My«w qr, aitT; 

f=F7rR qjT^ [ qq? 13nqf qit srq qfqqif % qrq-qrq 
WT-qqq qr q-sln'O V^ %qftq ^ q ^ ' Mi^ qqj 
q^t^iHri q<2i^ i-jTTqfqjT^ 134^99 

^ 47.86 q '5ft^ qjqqi I 3nqf^ 


10 ^ 88 q^ Trq 4 99 ^ Tjqr I 3^^. :q^ 

q^a t l^^qqft 3T tiRq f^: 1-4-99‘SRt'^^qqrq)Tf^^ I 

Tnqf % qr? fqqtf^ T *4fVi ^fr qrt 

qit t qt fqf?q?t ^ ^13jrqf qft ^^qrfq^ qft 

qqr qR f^ qi n % %tpft %-qm qtq % 

■f^ Tlf^ "SMd^q 11 qq "^qtfq^ qR | Rq qqr 
qt^x^qrqff if^cinq^T’^jqTRTqt^ ctqqqrq^ 
TT qtpf qRq Trmf % 30 q^ 98 qft^qrfq^qrt 
3TI^ 58 ^qR C ff qf fqR 3 q^ 99 qqrqqqqrq%qft 

q^ ^ ^ T qt w qqr I qmf ^ qqr 

aqr: sjfq^qftqf? %^R?TRqnim'^q^q3qTtiqTqf ^ 

7179, #RTq^ 1997-98qJTT. 1054 X^qqqiRT 


^tint 383 qjT^qetFT 3-5-99 ■^f^qqrfqq^ 


<=ii 3 'q< q?t qfrii 3 lf?T 1 lUiqf qt 

■QT# '=ni‘M qr ?fcil<R q^ qRqt^ ■f I "^^RH^eR %q^ "^^ 5 ^ 

^fFTTqtgqilwqRfq. iRqTrf^»fT?nqqiqqT-R'^f^q^ 
t ifqTOfx^qfeqt#T. %. tRq^q^‘%^x ^ - ^fat 
enq q^ t i 1^#qrqf % 3Pfq^ ^ 3Ti71%Tq^T 

q^ Tjgrqr qr^ ^ qqqjr^%?ft ^ 
■QT# qnq^ qr "^RTrar q^ ■^rt qq; i urqf qft qjqR 1 ¥q 
qnqf^ ^ 22,749 qjT ^qqiqq^ 2000 qqr, aqr: qrqf 
q>T qf qjqq^ ^ fq sqr t % % qit^ 

Rqi q^ qRT^ 11-srqf q5^ ^ ^Rffer 31^ 
qr-^wqqrtqqft 3 R; ^jfii#Ttf^Rqx^qT^qft 3 Tf^ 
Tjqqt 3TqqT qtf^ % WT-R qf^ ^ ^ q^ qqqr ^ I qrqf 
^'Iq'^'^-^qjfq^fqjqTqqT't, aRT: fqRlf ^Ttf^% ^'l(1M 
Rq qn f^aifr qq q^ qqtn 11 qT^fqr qq q^ 

% 3 iT«ff qjT qrzfqt qq ■^rf^ qqqtqi I 

in«ff qrt aftx atq^ q^-sTzfqr qq % qq«fq ^qq qq 
wrqqq^f^qqrqqifq: 6-8-03 ^fqq^qTtafR^ 
% qqf^ q^ ^ qjt 311 # ^ q^r 

axfqqiR TtqiR 1^ qq 3q^ I?RT qqi I Tj|«ff qi^ 3 ^ 

RRq ^ %Tq qt.x^. %Tq, ^qmq qrfR qqt^ 

3 TTf^qrt^TqT 3 tfqqtq?^qrtqqff i 

q^ qM¥q qiqf ^ qqt q qqiq^ qjT 3 XqqitqR 
qqr TRrqq qqRq ^xsrqt t % qr# ?ifqq 7 qq^ q^ 
qq%iq% 5 Tqv ^^qT^qT^% 'SRif^^n^ 4-5-99 
'^qr^qq qRqt x^'%i% ? 

qt^ q^ q^ qftqqf f, q!q% 3 n«ffq?t aftx ^ arq^ q#T qRfqT 
qq %qq8fq -Rqqjf^Nq qq q^ f^qqrt, fs^ -^TSlf 
1984 qfqq#%^qtq%c 1 ctR%q^qTiq^ffqTqRq 
f^fqqTqqqq^qqisoo"^. qif^^TTRq f^.; 1-4-99 
fqq^'SRt arqrqqTq arq^q-^ Y^qR'f^qrqtqRql^ 
%i ^qi«( q^qRfqiqq^qrqf'chl Pi^Hw i 0'^88 
qrqr qjqq f, qt^ ^qq?t ^ -4* qfl^ qr 

■^f^qi^iR^q^qftf I aqr: q^qi^qn^^qq^tlV 
qiqfqitPigfqn lO'^ 88 ^ f^Rjf^qTtqf-^,q^qrqfq^ 
Piyfqtiqrtaqar^, 1984 ^^^%q(;qTlqq^%q^^ 
qf I an^ q^ qr^hr qq q WT qq1-4-99 q^ 

^ ^ "^qqr qrqr q^q f^ -gRl^ qRq_ tirr ^ 

qqq ■gqqrf^qiq? 4-5-99 7^ "t q«n 1 qq# 

arq^^RR q^qFfqTqq^qRqfqRT^'%qT«Tf^ 4 qf 1999 

qft f^qqrt, q^ qrqr %qRfffrfNr 
4-5-99 ■^fqq# SKI ^cji^cw f^qqrt i^tq^%^RRq#i 

31 T«fqTqqT^qRqfqRT^'%qRf 30 q^, 98 qRt 58 'q 4 q^aTTg'^ 
qR # qf I %q^ q^ arrfafqr IrsTfq-^q^ ^ % qqrq qrjtff 
4 q^, 1999 ^ RRigqq qqr qRl^ qrqf ^ fqq# ^ 

^Rif^ffq qrt aq^ qx ^^qrfq^ qRqr «n % fqq^ ^ q^ 
fqRrqqrt^, qf^qiqf ^^^qr^qqfqjqr^l'^f^qiqqRf^ 
^^Rf^qq qR^ ^ q^ fqq^ ■gRT qRT: 25 X^. ai^, fq, axfq. % 
qRqrff q^ qr^ qrqt axR^qqr «n "sft q^ qqj f [ 
axcT: fqq#' 5 RiqRf ?ffqqr’^f^qTqT 4 - 5-99 ’^'^qigqqfqRT 
qrqt^fqd 1 
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>JlfH4 «WI <l?4 2fTtoRl 

t? ^ 

■jn^ff ^5(rH<tJ ^ «»>< *3*^1%) 

■^’ 3n«ff ^ !i4(4^Nl R^<rlW( '4HI 4f^4 i?l f 
IT^i^ ^rf^^TlfTTT, 12,500 f I 

3n«ff 

8^f?^^Trf^w^ 12,500 ^■srwf'^ 

TSF^ srw Tlf^ ^ Ijwf ^6 

Tif^ •2nf^ ^ ^*iRf in^ ^ ^ srfiT^ #n I 
'IR^T TR^FR % 9R H?lld^ &<! WJ ^ OTiRn 

i^'5^3iw'9Tft?Tf%^'3n?nt *114^^ 

%0 PiviKHI nwfi; ^ ^ UHcrlW fw # ^Tsor -gft 

^d4K ^ 4-5-1999 ^THT 'S^ 

^ *1TI ^ ^ <HHin<1 % hRwIHW’PI "RWf 

(^4l'5l4> 8ilf^rjpf Tff^ 12,500(TO 

Tm ^ iTRr ^ ^ 11 

Tff^ 12,500 ■?<> nr*?! ^ "7^ 3I^RT?PT ^ W 3?^ ^ 

3T^*1T Tlftl insff 9lte ^ Tlftr 6 ('9') 

3rf^ ^ ^ ^ Ht 3n^ ^ ^ 3Tfi=raT^ #TT, I 
M^^ld 'ITOT «<.«tJl< ^ 

^rnr 12-7-2005 ^ i|^ ■^‘l^raFn 

Ml 14^ ’’FTTI 

3m 3<gqid, 

3^ fqcTi), 9 ^FTOT, 2005 

■gjT.air. 3154 .—^w 3 ^f^^^lmT, 1947 (1947 

•SR 14) 3^ «IRr 17 % %3rt3 y<«ibK Ml^ §1 h 

“fRo %-SRTtl^ % PH^t'^mf 3fk33% eb4«Rtf 

t^< \ ^ 126/2003) 3jt3Tmtf^ 

t, %=^ WFR ^ 9-8-2005 35t W ^3TT «n I 

[m. T^?T-29025/27/2005-3n^ 3^ Cf^rf^TO) ] 
•srt. T?5. ^f%3, 3T^mf^ 
New Delhi, the 9th August, 2005 
S.O. 3154.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publidies the award (Ref. No. 126/2003) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the etr^loyers in relation to 
the management of My Home C^meirts Industries Ltd., 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 9-8-2005. 

[No. L-29025/27/2005-IR(M)] 
B. M. DAVID, UnderSecy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT 
AT HYDERABAD 

Present: Shri T. Ramachandra Reddy, Presiding Officer 
Dated29th July, 2005 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE L.C.LD. NO. 126 OF 2003 


BETWEEN: 

l.VeeraReddy ...Petitioner 

AND 

The Qiief Executive 

M/s. My Home Ceihents Industries Ltd., 

Mellacheni (VI) Kodad (Tq.) 

Nalgonda District. .... Respondaits 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner : G. Ravi Mohan Advocate 
For the Respondent : K. Srinivasa Murthy, Advocate 

AWARD 

This is a case taken under Sec. 2 A (2) of the LD. 
Act, 1947 in view of the judgment of the Hon’ble High 
(Court of Andhra Praderii, reported in W.P. No. 8395 of 
1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri U. Chinn^a and M/s. 
Cotton Corporation of India and two others. 

2. This Petition was filed under Section 2(A)(2) hy 
the petitioner stating that he studied iqito 9th Class and 
also did ITI and that he was pointed as a load operator 
in the respondent industry with intial payment of Rs. 1750 
Per month and subsequently enhanced to Rs. 1850 per 
month basing upon his nature of duties and that he 
p^ormed his duties at utmost satisfaction of his siqiaior 
but suddenly terminated his services without giving any 
notice w.e.f. 5-3-1999 wluch is illegal and violation of 
princq)al of natural justice and contravening the Section 
25(F) of ID Act, 1947 Further submitted heisaworianan 
as defined under section 2(s) of ID Act and he also made 
an appeal to the Head Office of the respondent at 
Hyderabad for his reinstatematt into service but there is 
no response and he sought the relief directing the 
respondent to reinstate him with continuity of service 
wiA back wages. 

3. The respondent filed a coimter and denied the 
avermoits made in the application md pleaded that the 
plication is not maintainable under Section 2(A) (2) of 
state amendment dealt with the discharge, dismissal or 
retrenchment of workmen firom service. The appn^riate 
govemmoit of the respondent is the Central Government 
and as such the state amendment of Section 2 A(2) is not 
^licable. 

4. It is further submitted that the ^plicant was 
^pointed as a trainee and respondent management has 
got every li^t to terminate the service during the training 
ifnotsatisfiedwiththeperformanceofthe^licant The 
^pointment of the ^licant as a Regular en^iloyee or 
confirmation d^ends on his performance during the 
training and tiie ^iplicant gets his li^ as a workman only 
in the event of confirmation of his services, It-is further 
stated that he was taken as a trainee load operator on 
15-3-1997 with the initial stipend of Rs. 1750 which was 
enhanced to Rs. 1850 subsequently and that the ^licant 
has aaed against the interests of the conqiany during the 
period of his training and did not diange his behaviour 
inspite of due advise. As such he was terminated vide 
order dated 5-3-1999 giving one month salary in lieu of 
notice period. The order sent to the ^plicant’s address 
was returned with an endorsement not a^^able. 
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applicant filed his affidavit as WWl in 
claim and got marked the documents as 
ix. W1 is the appointment letter Ex. W2 is 
alary of Rs. 100 per month Ex.W3 is the 
■ the legal notice issued through hiis 

nst his evidence, the respondent examined 
> Kumar as MW 1 the Deputy Personmjl 
ot marked the documents as Ex.s Ml to 
1 is the appointment letter of the applicant 
perator. Ex. M2 is the termination lette r. 
5tter of petitioner withdrawing legal notice. 
;gal notice issued by the applicant through 

iwomed by the applicant that he was a 
appointed as a load operator by the 
15-3-1997 and he was paid intitially 
lonthand enhanccdlus salary subsequently 
per month and that he was terminated on 
It assigning any reason and without 
enquiry or issuing any chargesheet and 
issued a l^aliK)tice dated 23-12-1999 for 
snt and there is no reply to that and 
aside the tenmnation order and soughit 
is reinstatement with back wages and 
Tvice. 

espondent witness has swomed that the 
pointed as a trainee load operator under E>:. 
-3-1997 with the initial payment of 
month and subsequently enhanced to 
)nth and that the applicant has acted agaim^ 
the company and advise to change his 
e applicant did not show aiiy improvement 
; several oral warning. As such he was 
order dated 5-3-99 Ex. M2 and he w as paid 
id in lieu of notice period. The apphcant has 
ice. But subsequently withdrawn his notice 
letter dated 16-^2001 Ex M3. Readmitted 
ination that the trainee period of the apphcant 
ar and after ejqriiy of the period the training 
Uended and furthesr no memo or warning iii 
n to the petitioner regarding unsatisfactorv^ 
cant. 

t in dispute that the appointment letter of 
ows that he was ^ypointed as trainee load 
t he was terminated on 5-3-99. Nearly the 
)rked 10 days less than two years. It is also 
that the applicant’s appointment order 
s that he will be on training for a period of 
is liUble to be transferred at any place as 
d by the management. 

Iso not in dispute that before the expiry of 
iod one year, it was not extended to any 
in account of unsatisfactory work of the 
ttedly there are no written warnings about 
wk of the applicant. 

Learned Counsel for the applicant 
the applicant is a workman within the 
2(s) of ID Act and training period of the 
)t extended within the stipulated period o f 
it shall be deemed that his services are 
irther contended that if the work of the 


applicant is not satisfied, the respondent would have 
issued memos in writing and extended the period of training 
within one year and fiirther contended that the respondenl 
appointing workers in the name of trainee and terminating 
their services without extending at their will and wish and 
thereby practicing unfair labour practices and further 
contend^ that even after expiry of one year training penod. 
the applicant has worked for 10 days less than one year i c. 
more than 240 days continuously as such he should be 
deemed to be a workman withi n the definition of 2 (s) of ID 
Act and entitled to all the benefits. It is further contended 
that the applicant was terminated without any enquir>' or 
giving charge sheet is in violation of section 25 (F) of ID 
Act requested to set aside the order of the termination, 

12. On the other hand, the Learned Counsel for the 
respondent, vehemently contended that the applicant is 
only a trainee load operator and he will not come under Uie 
definition of the workman unless he was appointed on 
regular basis or confirmed after the training period and 
further contended that the behaviour of the applicant is 
not upto the expectation and acted against the interests of 
the respondent company and that he cannot improve his 
efficiency or behaviour inspite of giving several warnings 
as such his training was terminated by the respondent 
with one month pay in lieu of the notice and further 
contended that the applicant has not filed an appeal to the 
management at Hyderabad and the legal notice was issued 
by the applicant was withdrawn subsequently requesting 
for his appointment. The Learned Counsel relied upon the 
decision of the Division Bench of our High Court reported 
in2004-ii LLJ Vijayalaxmi Insecticide and Pesticide Limited. 
Hyderabad and chirman, Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Visakhapatnam, and others wherein it was held that 
the trainee helper will not come under the definition of 
Workman under Section 2(s) of ID Act. 

13. In the said mlingthe management engaged in 
the business of manufacture and sale of pesticides and 
insecticides as such every employee engaged in relation 
the production has to be skilled in handling the materials 
which is dangerous and poisonous. Hence, they recruit 
the persons as trainees and subsequently they will be 
recruited upon the satisfactory work of the trainees. In the 
said ruling, the persons were appointed initially on a 
training for a period of one year from the date of joining 
and if they are not confirm in writing within the period 
of one year, the training will be deemed to be extended 
and they are liable to be terminated without notice or 
assigning any reason subject to the period during the 
training period. The performance of the trainees are 
reviewed within the stipulated period of one year and their 
training was extended and ultimately the managemeni 
terminated the services of the trainees on account of non¬ 
satisfaction of the performance during the training period 
and extended period. 

14. In the present case, the training period of the 
applicant was only one year i.e. from the date of 
appointment i.e. on 15-3-1997. The respondent has to 
review the performance of the applicant before 14-3-1997 
and in the event of not satisfying with the work of the 
^plicant, the respondent management is at liberty to extend 
the training period or terminate the services. But the 
respondent Im not chosen to extend the period of tram iug 
wifthn the stipulated period of one year. There is no deemed 
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provision of extension of training in the absence of review. 
Though the respondent claims that the applicant was 
warned for his unsatisfactory work, admitte^y no written 
memo was given and further no evidence was adduced to 
that affect. There is no st^ulation in the appointment letter 
that the training period of the applicant wiUbe extended on 
account of his unsatisfactory work by reviewing the 
performance within one year. Further the nature of the woik 
of the applicant is only a load operator and services of the 
applicant caimot be compared with the trainees of the 
Vijayalaxmi Insecticides and Pesticides. The job of the 
Applicant does not require much skill as compare to the 
workers in the said company. 

15. In view of the circumstances after completing 
the training period of one year in the absence of extension, 
he stands on the same footing as that apprentice or 
probationer. 

16. Inviewofthefactthatthe^plicantwasr^ained 
in the services even after completion of one year training 
period not reviewing by extending the training period 
without reviewing performance or extending the period and 
cxmtinued in service foraboutone year even if the stipulated 
period. He shall be deemed to be a workman within the 
definition of Section 2(s) of ID Act. Whether the ^licant 
is a workman is to be determined with reference to the facts 
and circumstances of each case and on the material record. 
The facts in the present case are entirely different with the 
ruling relied by the Learned Counsel for the respondent. It 
should be not^ on account of termination of the services 
of the applicant got issued notice through his advocate 
alleging violation of the legal right and subsequently he 
has withdrawn legal notice with a fond hope that the 
respondent will ^)point him in their oompai^ and he begged 
for appointment on account of his poverty and liability to 
maintain three unmarried daughters. The withdrawal letter 
is of no consequence. 

17. In view of the circumstances, I pass the award 
that the ^licant is a workman within the definition of 2(s) 
of ID Act and entitled for reinstatement with 50% of back 
wages of the last pay drawn and the respondent is directed 
to reinstate the applicant with continuity of services from 
the date of his termination within one month from the date 
of notification of the award. 

Award is passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Shri P. Kanaka Raju, LDC transcribed by 
him, corrected and pronounced by me on this the 29th day 
of July, 2005. 

T. RAMACHANDRAREDDY, Presiding Officer 
Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined for the 
the Petitioner Respondent 

WWl MWl 

Uocuments marked for the Petitioner 
Ex. W1: Appointment order dt. 15-3-1997 

Ex. W 2: Salary enhancement certifrcate issued by the 
Chirf Executive dt. 31-5-1998 
Ex. W3: Legal Notice dt. 23-12-1999 

Documents marked for the Respondent 
Ex. M 1: Settlement dt. 9-1 -95 between Management 

and Workmen Union 


Ex. M 2: T etmination of training of petitioner. 

Ex. M 3: Letter of petitioner withdrawing legal notice 

dt 16-4-2001. 

^ 10 3^*1^, 2005 

3155 *—1947 (1947 

qit qii qRT 17 % % 

Iqqiq 

q3qK-I%d^ (1^^^152/1997)^ 
wl t, ^ IRqiR ^ 9-8-2005 ^ m «IT I 

[ri. Tl^-20012/190/1996-3n^3m (id-I)] 

fpqT, 3iq< ^ffqq 

New Delhi, the 10th August, 2005 

S.O. 3155. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref^. No. 152/97) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour Cknirt, 
Dhanbad -I now as shownin the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute betv '.‘cn the employers in relation to the 
Management of Tisco and their workman, which was 
received by the (Central Government on 9-8-2005. 

[No. L-20012/19(V1996-IR(C-I)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRALGOVSRNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNALNO. 1, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference U/s. 10(l)(d)(2A)ofI.D. Act. 
Reference No. 152 of 1997 

PARTIES: Employers inrelation to the management 

of Jamadoba Colliery of M/s. TISCO. 

AND 

ThdrWoikmen 

PRESENT: Shri Saiju Prasad, Presiding Officer 

APPEARANCES; 

For the Employers Shri D.K. Vmna, Advocate 

For the Workmen : None. 

State: Jharkhand. : Industry: Coal. 

Dated, the 21 st July, 2005 

AWARD 

ByOiderNo.L-20012/190/96-IR(C-I)dated27-8-97 
the Central Government in the Ministry of Labour has, in 
exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sec. 
(i) and sub-sec. (2 A) of Section 10 of die In dustrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, referred the following dispute to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the action of the management of 
M/s. TISCO in in^osing punishment to Sri Ashish 
Das, M.C. Mazdooris jus&ed? If not, to what relief 
is the concerned workman entitled?” 

2. This reference is of the year 1997. But since then 
neither the sponsoring union nor the concerned workman 
is appearing to take any stq). It, therefore, spears that the 
concerned workman is not interested to contest the case. 

3. Under such circumstances I raider a ‘No Dii^ute 
Award’ in the present case. 

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer 
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IV Delhi, the 10th August, 2005 

6 .—In pursi^nce of Section 17 of the 
putes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
lereby publishes the award (Ref No, 231/ 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
't, Dhanbad-I now as shown in the 
i the Industrial Dispute between the 
5 lation to the management of CCL and th(ar 
ch was received by the Central Government 


[No. L-20012/407/2001-IR(C-I)] 
S.S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 


I 

IMtUl 


THE CENTRALGOVERNMENT 
[ALTRIBUNALNO. I,DHANBAD 


liter of a reference U/s. 10(l)(d)(2A) 
ofl.D. Act 

Reference No. 231 of 2001 

nployers in relation to the Management 
Topa Colliery of M/s. C.C. Ltd. 


Their workmen. 

sent: SHRI SARJU PRASAD, 
Presiding Officer 


Appearances 

For the Emph yer : None 


Dated, the 22nd July, 2005 

AWARD 

1. By order No. L-20012/407/2001/IR (C-I) dated 
23-10-2001 the Central Gov^emment in the Ministiy of 
Labour has, in exercise of the powers conferred \yy clause 
(d) of Sub-sec. (1) and Sub-section (2 A) of Section 10 of 
the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947, referred the following 
dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the action of the management of Topa 
Colliery of M/s. C.C. Ltd. PO. Topa, Dist. Hazaribagh 
in not providing employment to the dependent of 
late Bishundhari Ganjhu is justified? If not, to what 
relief is the said dependent of the workman 
concerned entitled?” 

2. In this reference case since the year, 2002 neither 
the sponsoring union not the concerned workman is 
appearing either to adduce evidence or to take any step. 
It, therefore, seems that neither the concerned workman 
nor the sponsoring union is interested to contest the 


3. Under such circumstances, I render ‘No Dispute’ 
Award in the present reference case. 

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer 
10 3P1^, 2005 

31T. 3157.—1947 
(1947 ^14) ^«rroi7 

Pi4)>4Chi oFtt'Rrd % 

■stbR, 3t1silPi=h %^'hq 

23/95) ^ ychlPvid t, ^ 7TTRPT 

^9-8-2005^Trrqr 

[U T3:^-20012/261/1993-'3TT^ 93K(#-I) j 

■q^T.!^. ■^qrr, 

New Delhi, the 10th August, 2005 

S.0.3157,—-In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 23/ 
95) of the Central Govenunent Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Dhanbad-I now as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of CCL and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
9-«-2005. 


For the Workman None 


State : Jharkhand 


Industrv : Coal 


[No. L-20012/261/1993-IR (C-I)] 
c c m TPT A I Jnrler Sec\'. 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORETHECENTRALGOVERNMEOT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNALNO. I,DHANBAD 

In the matt^ of a reference U/s. 10(l)(d)(2A) 
of I.D. Act 

Reference No. 23 of 1995 

Parties : Employers in rdation to the Management 
of Pindra Colliery of M/s. C.C Ltd. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

Present: 

SHRI SARJU PRASAD, 

Presiding Officer 

Appearances: 

For the Employers Shri D.K. Verma, Advocate 

For the Workman None 

State : Jharkhand Industry : Coal 

Dated, the 21st July, 2005. 

AWARD 

1. ByorderNo.L-20012(261)/93-IR(Coal-I)dated 
12-1-95 the Central Govenunent in the Ministry of Labour 
has, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
Sub-sec. (1) and Sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Dilutes Act, 1947, referred the following dilute 
for adjudication to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the actimi of the management not to aUow 
resumption of duty to Shri Mahadeo Munda w.e.f. 
12-11-1987 is legal andjustified? If not, to what relief 
is the workman entitled to” 

2. This reference case is of the year, 1995, but since 
24-3-2003 the concerned workmanis not appearing to take 
any further step. If, therefore, appears that the concerned 
workman is not interested to contest the case. 

3. Under such circumstances, I render a ‘No 
Dispute’ Award in this present reference case. 

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Offico* 

10 3TTO, 2005 

m. 3158.—1947 
(1947 ^ 14) ^ ^ 17 % 


% 3T5«T^ '4* '4* 

23/98) ^ wifw f, K 

^9-8-2005^7n?T ^«1TI 

[U 1^^-20012/288/1997-«TT^3m('#-I)] 
"gTiT, 

New Delhi, the lOth August, 2005 

S.0.3158.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 23/ 
98) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Dhanbad-I now as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employees in 
rdation to the management of BCCL and their wortoan, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
9^2005. 

[No. L-20012/288/1997-IR(C-I)] 
S.S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORETHE CENTRALGOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNALNO. LDHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference U/s. 10(l)(d)(2A) 
of I.D. Act 

Reference No. 23 of 1998 

Parties: Employers in relation to the Management 
of Mohuda Area No. n, M/s. BCCL. 

AND 

Their worionoi. 

Present: 

SHRI SARJU PRASAD, 

Presiding Officer 

Appearances: 

For the Enq)loyer Shri D.K, Verma, Advocate 

For the Workman : None 
State : Jharkhand Industry : Coal 

Dated, the 22nd July, 2005 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-20012/288/97-IR (C-I) dated 
28-5-98 the Central Government in the Ministry of Labour 
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has, in exercise o: 'the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
Sub-section (1) ar d Sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the 
Act, 1947, referred the following dispute 

he denial to provide light duty to Shri 
to by the management of Mohuda Area 
3CCL P.O. Mohuda is justified? If not, to 
5 the worionan entitled” 

sending notice neither the sponsoring 
emed woiionan is spearing to take any 
appears that neither the concerned 
ponsoring union is interested to contest 

ch circumstances, I render ‘No Dispute' 
Preference case. 

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer 
> 

10 2005 

59.—1947 

[ TO 17 % 3i5w*r 

^ til t, ^ TRTO 

^t^-20012/224/1994-«TTf ) ] 

tp. 1^. IpcTT, 3T^ 74%^ 
elhi, the 10th August, 2005 

-In pursuance of Section 17 of tlie 
:sAct, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
by publishes tht award (Ref No. 49/ 
jovemment Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
' now as shown in the Annexure, 
Dispute between the employers in 
agement of BCCL and their workman. 
Td by the Central Govenimcnt on 


7TW 49/95) 

^ 09-08-2005 ^ 


S.O. 3159.- 
Industrial Disput( 
Government here 
95) of the Central ( 
Court, Dhanbad- 
in the Industrial 
relation to the mar 
which was recer 
9-8-2005. 


[No. L-20012/224/1994-IR (C-Oj 
S.S. GUPTA, Under Scev. 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE T1 IE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIA LTRIBUNALNO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference U/s. 10(l)(d)(2A) 
of I.D. Act 

Ref irence No. 49 of 1995 

Parties ; Employers in relation to the Management of 
id Colliery under Sijua Area of M/s. 


AND 

Their Workmen 
Present; 

SHRI SARJU PRASAD : Presiding Officer 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers ; Shri D.K. Verma, Advocate 

For the Workman Shri N.G. Arun, Organising 

Secretary, RCMS. 

State ; Jharkhand Industry ; Coal 

Dated, the 29th July, 2005 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-20012/224/94-IR (Coal-I) dated 
6-6-95 the Central Government in the Ministry of Labour 
has, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
Sub-section (1) and Sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act 1947, referred the following dispute 
for adjudication to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the action of management of Loyabad 
Colliery ofM/s. BCCL, Sijua Area in superannuating 
workman, Sml. Mathuri Chouhan, w.e.f 1-10-92 is 
justified ? If not to what relief the concerned workman 
is entitled ?" 

2. The case of the sponsoring imion, in brief, is that 
Smt. Mathuri Chouhan, '.he concerned workman, was a 
permanent employee of Loyabad Colliery from the year 
1972 as a Time-rated worker. The concerned workman made 
an application to the management in the month of May. 
1992 objecting recording of her age as incorrect and 
imaginaiy' and prayed for correct determination of her age. 

3. The further case of the sponsoring union is dial 
the D>^ P.M. Sijua Area moved a notesheet pointing out 
variation of age record of the concerned workman in 
different registers of the company and the same was 
forwarded by die G.M. (P) at Headquarters for further 
necessary action, but no action was taken by the 
management. As per Implementation Instruction No. 76 of 
JBCCI in such case the concerned workman should have 
been referred to .^ex Medical Board for determinadon of 
her correct age, but the management did not do so and 
superannuated the concerned workman w.e.f 1-10-92, 
Therefore, the action of the management is not justified in 
superannuating her. 

4 . The case of the management, in brief, is that Smt. 
Mathuri was appointed as Wagon Loader at Loyabad 
Colliery on 10-10-72. Her Identity Card No. is 80364 ^PF 
Account No. is D/33-257. Her age in Form 'B' of M/s. 
BCCL has been shown as 40 years as on 10-10-1972. In the 
Identity Card issued to her date ofbirth has been mentioned 
as 1932 which was issued to her just after her appointment 
as Wagon Loader. She was served with a service excerpt 
prepared on 23-6-87 and in that also her date ofbirth has 
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been mentioned as 1-7-1932. However, her age is not 
available in CMPF office. Further, according to the 
management, although she was served service exceipt in 
which her date of birth has been mentioned as 1-7-1932, 
but she did not raise any objection and subsequently she 
has been superannuated on 10-10-1992 on attaining 60 
years of age. Therefore, the action of the managementis 
justified. However, the management has admitted the 
assertion of the sponsoring union regarding initiation of 
the note-sheet. But according to the management, the same 
was not approved by the G. M. 

5. It appears that during the pendency of the case 
there was a settlement by Joint Committee for referring the 
concerned workman to Apex Medical Board for 
determination of her age, but the original settlement paper 
was not filed in this tribunal, only the xerox copy has been 
filed. 

6 . Although the management has stated that in Form 
'B' Register the age of the concerned workman has been 
mentioned as 40 years as on 10-10-72 which has been 
marked as Ext. M-1, but it ^qrpears that this Form B' Regist^ 
is not the original Form 'B' Register and the same does not 
bear signature of any officiiil of the man agement or signature 
I or L.T.I. of the concerned workman. Thus it appears that 
the management has not produced original Form *B' Register 
nor they have produced the record of CMPF to show the 
age/date of birth mentioned in the same and in the service 
excerpt also different date of birth has been mentioned. 
Therefore, in my opinion, in absence of original Form 'B' 
Register and Record of CMPF as per Implementation 
Instruction No. 76 of JBCCI the concerned workman should 
have been referred to Apex Medical Board. Therefore, the 
action of the management cannot be justified. 

7. In the result, I render following award:— 

The action of the management in superannuating 
the concerned workman w.e.f I -10-1992 is not 
justified. The management is directed to refer 
her to Apex Medical Board within 30 days fiom 
the date of publication of this award and in 
case the Apex Medical Board finds that she 
has not attain the age of 60 years on the date 
of superannuation then she will be entitled for 
tlie wages for idle period. 

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer 
lO^FT^, 2005 

an. 3160,—ally)Pi<+ arf^dwT, 1947 
(1947 14) ^ 17 % 

1^. % afh: 


309/2000)'-5^ wt t, •afl -nrsBR 

^ 09-08-2005 f3n«ni 

[n, tTet-20012/193/2000-aiT^ am(#-I)] 

New Delhi, the 10th August, 2005 

S.O. 3160.“ In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 309/ 
2000 ) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Dhanbad-I now as shown in the 
Annexure, in the Industrial Dispute'between the 
en^loy ers in relation to the management of B CCL and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 9-8-2005. 

[No. L-20012/193/2000-IR(C-I)] 
S.S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 
ANh^XURE 

BEFORE THI/€ENi'RAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference U/s. 10(lXd)(2A) 
of I.D. Act 

Reference No. 309 of 2000 

PARTIES : £ny}loy^ in relation to the Management of 
Sendra Bansjora Colliery of M/s. B.C.C.Ltd. 

AND 

Their woikmen. 

PRESENT; 

SHRl SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer 
APPEARANCES: 

For the Employers : Shii D. K. Verma, Advocate 
For the Workman Shii P. R, Shukla, 

Authorised Rq)resentative 

State : Jharkhand Industry : Coal 

Dated, the 28th July, 2005. 

AWARD 

• By Order No. L-20012/193/2000 (C-I) dated 
18-10-2000 the Central Government in the Ministry of 
Labour has, in exercise of the powers ctmferred by clause 
(d) of Sub-section (1) and Sub-section (2 A) of Section 10 
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putfisAct, 1947, referred the following 
ation to this Tribunal: 

i action of the management of Sendra 
iery of M/s .BCCL, in dismissing the 
BhiatBhuia, M/Loader, w.e.f 20-2-99 
f not to what relief is the concerned 
tied ?" 

the sponsoring union, in brief, is that 
man, Bharat Bhuia was a permanent 
idraBangora, Colliery. He was found 
However, he went to resume duty on 
etoriating mental condition he was not 
n wrost condition he was shifted to 
It of Dr. B.B. Singh, Psychiatrist and 
ecialist on 19-5-95.The concerned 
and was declared fit by the physician 
sported for duty, but he was not allowed 
iad of that he was issued a chargesheet 
iause 26.1.1 of the certified Standing 
any. A departmental enquiry was held 
workman was found guilty^ by the 
lereafter he was dismissed from service, 
jncemed workman, the enquiry was 
rly conducted and since the concerned 
it from duty due to a reasonable cause 
iduct as contained in clause 26,1,1 of 
ig Orders has been proved, yet he was 
and removed from service. According 
lie to any punishment. 

the management, on the other hand, is 
workman was regularly absenting from 
^me and reason and in past also his 
In the year 1992 he was present only 
1993 only 82 d^ and in the year 1994 
ereafter he was absent for more than 
m 7-1-1995 for which he was issued a 
cl 26/29-6-98. According to the 
md proper enquiry was conducted and 
the Enquiry Officer the concerned 
[ismissed from service. Therefore, his 

slating to feimess and propriety of the 
IS been taken up as preliminary issue 
n held to be feir and proper. Therefore, 
leard under the provision of Sec. 11 - A 
the point to be decided is whether 
has been proved against the 
1 under clause 26.1.1 of the certified 
the company and if so, whether the 

ovision of clause 26.1.1 of the certified 
the company is concerned remaining 
lly without information and without 


reasonable cause is a misconduct. That means if a workman 
is absent for more reasonable ground then such absence is 
not misconduct. 

The stand of the concerned workman is that he was 
mentally ill and was under treatment of Psychiatrist and 
mental disease Specialist at Ranchi and for that reason, he 
was absence. It appears from the proceeding of the enquiry 
that he has filed medical certificate. The Enquiry Officer 
has not given any finding that the said medical certificate 
is not genuine nor the management has asserted or adduced 
any evidence to the effect that actually the concerned 
workman was not menially ill and the medical certificate 
filed by him is bogus and manufaemred for the purpose of 
this case. The management has produced document during 
the domestic enquiry that on earlier occasions the 
concerned workman was issued chargesheets on different 
occasions and after giving warning he was allowed to 
resume duly, therefore he is a habitual absentee from duty. 
It is, no doubt, that there are materials to show that the 
concerned workman has been very irregular and 
irresponsible in doing duty^ but it should not be forgotten 
that actually he was suffering from mental illness and that 
is why he w-as not in a position to behave like a normal 
man. Due to mental illness he may be absent for different 
occasions but all those absents may be misconduct only if 
tw'o conditions are satisfied that absence is unauthorised 
and without reasonable cause. In other wards, if absence 
is for certain reasonable cause the same will not be covered 
in the definition of misconduct as mentioned in clause 26.1.1 
of the Certified Standing Orders oft he company. Therefore. 
I find that the finding of the Enquiry Officer that the 
concerned workman w as guilty of misconduct as mentioned 
in clause 26.1.1 of the Certified Standing Orders is not 
correct. Therefore, the concerned workman is entitled for 
reainstatement in service, but so far back wage is concerned 
he is not entitled for the same because his conduct is such 
that he remained absent without informing the management 
and without prior permission from the appropriate authority . 

7. In the result, following award is rendered 

The action of the management of Sendra Bansjora 
Colliery of M/s. BCCL in dismissing the 
concerned workman is not justified and the 
concerned workman is entitled for 
reinstatement in service, but without back 
wages. The management is directed to reinstate 
him in service within 30 days from the date of 
publication of the award but without any back 
wages or consequential benefits. The 
concerned w orkman must be deligent to duty 
failing which the management may take 
appropriate action against the concerned 
workman, 

S ARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer 
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^ 10 2005 

W.m 3161 1947 (1947 

^ 14) ^ «?Rr 17 % 

wm. gTfi<^?TqT, 

2/2003) ^ y«hjf^j<i «h<4) %, 10-8-2005 

^3n^^3TTsm 

[^. ^-22012/222/2001-3n^STR (-^Tt-II) ] 

%WT, 

New Delhi, the 10th August, 2005 

S.O. 3161 .—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government herdjy publishes the award (Ref. No. 2/2003) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cwm-Labour 
Court, Bhubaneswar as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of MCL and 
their workman, received by the Central Government on 
10^-2005. 

{No. L-22012/222/2001-IR (C-II)] 
N.P. KESAVAN, DeskOfficer 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDI3STRIALTRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, BHUBANESWAR 

PRESENT: 

SHRI N.K.R. MOHAPATRA, Presiding Officer, C.G.I.T.- 
cum-Labour Court, Bhubaneswar 

Industrial Dispute Case No, 2/2003 

Date of Passing Award—17th July, 2005 

BETWEEN: 

The Management of the 
General Manager, BasundharaArea, 

MCL, Bankibahal, P.O. Balinga, 

Dist. Sundargaih .1 st Party, Management 

AND 

Their Workman Shri SidheswarNaik, 

PO. Tikilipara Colony ^asundhara Nagar), 

Dist Sundargarh (Orissa), 

Sundargaiii-770076 ... 2nd Party, Workman 

APPEARANCES: 

Mr. S.P. Gupta, Forthe 1st Party, 

Area Personnel Manager, MCL Management 

Shri SidheswarNaik For Himself the 2iui 

Party, Workman 


AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour 
in exercise of powers conferred by Qause (d) of sub-section 
(1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) have referred the following 
dignite for adjudication vide their Oder No. L-22012^22/ 
2001-IR (CM-n), dated 29-01-2003: 

“Whether the action of the Management in 
terminating the services of Shri Sidheswar Naik with 
effect fiom 28-10-2000 who was working as a (Caddie 
in the Basundhara (jolf Club under the Management 
of MCL is legal and justified. If not, to what relief he 
isoititledto?” 

“Whether Shri Sidheswar Naik is justified in 
demanding regular employment based on his 
academic qualirications vis-a-vis his. services 
rendered during 1-11-1997 to 28-10-2000 under the 
Management of Basundhara Area of M.C.L.? If yes, 
to what relief Shri SidheswarNaik is entitled ?” 

2. The workman made a rq)resentation to the then 
Deputy Chief Minister, Orissaforajob in the establishmem 
of the Management While forwarding it to the Management 
the Hon’ble Minister recommended for a job befitting the 
educational qualification of the worionan. It is alleged by 
the workman in the statement of his claim that thereafter he 
was engaged as a daily rated labour to work as a picker 
(sorting out the coal pieces according to its sizes) in the 
Basundhara Area mines of the Management at Basundhara 
for about a year fiom 11-11-1997 and thereafter as an 
ordinary l^our for ^out 10 months in the construction 
work of roads and building and then as a caddie boy in 
the Gulf Club of the Management at Basundhara Area. As 
the nature of the above job was notbefitting his educational 
qualification he made several representations both to the 
Management and other Government authorities for his 
absorption against a permanent post taking into account 
his educational qualification and his above e?q>erience. He 
also wrote to various other authorities against the 
Management and the Gulf Club regarding its 
mismanagement etc. and ultimately raised an Industrial 
Di^ike whenhe was refused employment fiom 18-10-2000. 
It is claimed by the workman that he being a Commerce 
Graduate with I.C.S.I. quaMcatiemthe Management instead 
of regulari zing his service against any befitting permanent 
post has terminated him ^m service vindictively and as 
such the action of the Management should be declared 
bad and he be allowed to be regularized against any post 
befitting his educational qualification. 

3. As against the above contention the Management 
of M.C.L. has avored that the workman was never engaged 
by it either to work as a picker in its Basundhara Area 
Mines or as an ordinary labourin the construction work of 
roads and buildings or even as a caddie boy in the 
Mahanadi Gulf Club at Basundhara . According to the 
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lere is no relationship of employer and 
m the Management and the workman and 
ise is not maintainable against the 
i so far as the Mahanadi Gulf Club i., 
^erred that the same is a registered society' 
vith the establishment of the Management 
tned by the employees of the M.C.L, 

■ promoting Gulf within the state and it 
rants and contribution of the members of 
;e&rds the engagement of the workman in 
;emed it is further averred that he was 
iged in the club on daily rate basis for a 
om July 2000 to Sq)t. 2000 and he was 
iges from out of the fund of that club and 
I not being a part of the establishment of 
the workman is not justified to stack his 
e M.C.L. Management and as such the 
;t M.C.L, Management is bad and not 
erlaw. 

>asis of the above pleadings of tlie parti es 
les were framed. 


ISSUES 

the reference is maintainable against 

the action of the Management in 
ig the services of Shri Sidheswar Naik with 
effect fioih 28-10-2000 who was working as a Caddie 
undhara Gold Qub under the Management 
of M.C.LI is legal andjustified ? If not to what relief 
nan is entitled? 

Shri Sidheswar Naik is justified in 
ig regular employment based on his 
: qualifications vis-a-vis his services 
during 1-11-1997 to 28-10-2000 under the 
lent of Basundhara area of M.C.L. If yes, 
lief the workman is entitled to ? 


Ill 


sues are taken up together as they are 


outset it may be stated that the workman 
ments of whatsoever nature to prove tliat 
tiad engaged him initially as a picker for a 
rfrom 11-11-1997 and thereafter for ten 
nary Labourin its building construction 
of the representations dated 21-12-1999 
ixt.-B) which he had made to theHon'ble 
Orissa shows that till such representation 
LS simply working as a Mazdoor under 
tors and as such the workman does not 
;ked the door of the Tribunal witli a clean 
his above engagements is concerned. 

ds his subsequent engagement as a caddy 
nadi Gulf Club at Basundhara area is 


concerned tlie workman has equally filed no documents to 
prove his above employment underthe Gulf Club. He simply 
says that each month one Shri R.N. Biswas, Dy. Chief 
Engineer of the Management used to pay his remuneration 
while working as a caddey boy in the Gulf Club. He is not 
specific to say for how many months he used to work there 
till he was refused employment on 28-10-2000. The only 
material, which is available on record is one letter of the 
Management, which was given to the conciliation officer. 
It indicates that the workman was engaged in the Gulf Club 
as a daily wager for a short period and the evidence of 
Management shows that the workman had only worked 
from July 2000 to September, 2000 as a Caddie Boy under 
the above club. The Management have filed the xerox copy 
of vouchers of the Gulf Club and its bye-law which are 
available on record un-exhibited. The bye-law shows tliat 
the Gulf Club is operating with the grant received from tlie 
Management and with the aid of the contribution made by 
its members who are mostly the offecers of the 
Management. The business of the club is totally different 
from the activities of the Management and that is not being 
centrally managed by the Management. Therefore, the Gulf 
Club cannot be considered to be a constituent part of the 
Management’s establishment and as such the engagement 
of the workman under the said club cannot be said to be an 
employment under the Management. 

7. In the evidence tlie workman has deposed that as 
a caddie boy he used to dress the ground and carry the 
sports materials. Tliis itself indicates that he was engaged 
against casual w ork and therefore there be no doubt to say 
that, engagement of the workman was very ver\^ Casual, 
Even if it is presumed otherwise, the engagement of the 
workman from July to Sept. 2000 can be of no help to hold 
that he was retrenched. The Mahanadi Gulf Club not being 
a party to the proceedings no effective order can be passed 
against him. 

Issue No. rn 

8 . Under tliis issue it has been asked to examine 
whether on the basis of academic qualification of tlie 
workman and the services he has rendered during 
1-11-1997 to 28-10-2()()(), the Management should have 
provided liim a regular enploymentbefittinghis educational 
qualification. It has been deposed by the workman that he 
is a graduate in Commerce with l.C.S.I. qualification and as 
such the Management should have accommodated him 
against a permanent post befitting his above qualification. 
During trial the workman has admitted that from time to 
time advertisements were being made by the Management 
or the recruitment of executive personnel but he had never 
applied for the same. The documents mariced Ext.-C also 
indicates about such advertisements being made for 
recruitment of medical officers and Management Trainees 
Tliis indicates that recmitmtnl against diffo'ent executive 
posts are being held through competitive examination mid 
therefore, when w hile answering the Issue No. 1 and II it 
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has been held that the workman has never worked in the 
establishment of the Management either as a picker or as a 
daily labour the Management could under no 
circumstances would have ^pointed him against any 
executive posts by-passing the recruitment procedure on 
the basis of recommendations made by the then Deputy 
Chief Minister, Orissa, as claimed by the workman. It is the 
settled law that persons engaged on casual basis have no 
right to be absorbed automatically against any posts of 
higher rank without passing through regular recruitment 
tests. In view of the same even if it is presumed that the 
workman had worked under the Management for number 
of years the Management in violation of its recruitment 
rules could not have given himregular appointment befitting 
his educational qualification purely on the basis of the 
recommendation of the then Dy. Chief Minister, Orissa, 
when the workman admits to have had never applied to 
undergo such recruitment test. 

9. Accordingly to sum 15), all the issues are answered 
afFirmatively in favour of the Management. The workman 
is not entitled for any relief. 

10. Reference is answered accordingly. 

Dictated and Corrected by me. 

N.K.R. MAHAPATRA, Presiding Officer 
11 2005 

iCT.aif, 3162 .—1947 (1947 

^ 14) ^ «nu 17 % wife 

1 % 14/2002) ^ 

11-8-2005 

«in 

[^o -^^-29011/75/2001 3tn: (f^rf%«r) ] 

"sho-qRo ^fq-s, 

New Delhi, the 1 Ith August, 2005 

S.O. 3162.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Centi^ 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 14^002) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Dhanbad No. 1 as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of M/s. 
Uranium Corporation of India Ltd. and their workmen, 
received by the Central Government cm 11-8-2005. 

[No. L-29011/75/2001-IR (M)] 
B. M DAVID, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, 
DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference U/S. 10(l)(d) (2A) of I.D. Act. 


Reference No. 14 of2002 

PARTIES: En^loyers in relation to Uie management of 
M/s. Uranium Corporation of India Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

PRESENT: 

SHRISARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer. 
APPEARANCES: 

For the En^loyers: Shri P.R. Rakhit, Advocate 

Forthe Workman: None 

State: Jharkhand Industry: Uranium 

Dated, the 1st August, 2005 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-29011/75/200l-IR(M) dated 
21-1-2001 the Central Govenunent inthe Mimstry of L^xtur 
has, in exercise of tlie powers conferred by clause (d) of 
Sub-section (i) and Sub-section (2 A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following 
dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal : 

“Whether the action of the management not paying 
difference of Minimum Wages to the workers of 
M/s. Hari Construction, C!ontractor of M/s. UCIL is 
justified ? If not, to what relief the concerned 
worionan is entitled to ?” 

2. In this case despite notice sent to the concerned 
workman, even on 27-7-2005 the concerned workman did 
not appear to take any step. Therefore, it seems that the 
concerned workman is not interested to contest the case. 

3. As such, I render a ‘No Dispute’ Award in the 
present reference case. 

S ARJU FiLASAD, Presiding Officer. 
11 2005. 

-Sfitair. 3163.—1947 (1947 
^ 14 ) ^ ^IRT17 % 

i. 1 % '9^ 282/2000) ^ 

■ail 11-8-2005 

8 ?yt 

[■^o -1^-43012/23/2000-311^ 31R (^rf^) ] 
-sfto-qrio ^1^5, 31^ 

New Delhi, the 11th August, 2005 
S.O. 3163.—^In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 282/ 
2000) of the Central Govemment Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Dhanbad No. 1 as shown in the Aimexme, 
in the Industrial Dilute between the management of M/s. 
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tionofIndiaLtd.andlheirworkmen, which 
he C entral Government on 11 -8-2005. . 

[No. L43012/23/2000-IR (M)] 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

THE (3KmAL GOVERNMENT 
ISTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, 
DHANBAD 

)f a reference U/s. I0(l)(d) (2 A) of l.D. 
Act, 1947 

Reference No. 282 of 2000 

iloyers in relation to the management of 
Uranium Corporation of India Ltd. 

AND 

TheirWorkmen. 


PRASAD, Presiding Officer. 


rs: Shii P. R. Rakhit, Advocate 

1 : None 

1 Industry: Uranium 

ated, the 1st August, 2005 

AWARD 

No. L-43012/23/2000-IR (M) dated 
ntral Government in the Ministry of Labotu: 
of the pow'ers conferred by clause (d) of 
ind Sub-section (2 A) of Section 10 of the 
utes Act, 1947, referred the following 
tication to this Tribunal : 
the action of management of UCIL, 
in fixation of basic pay of Sh. Kannakei' 
ithers is justified ? If not, to what relief the 
workmen are entitled to ?” 
eference case despite notice being sent to 
union, even on 27-7-2005 neither the 
ti nor the concerned workman appeared 
I in this case. It, therefore, seems that 
:oring union nor the concerned workman 
contest the case. 

uch circumstances I rendera ‘No Di5pute 
sent reference case. 

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officei* 
“fe#, 11 3TW, 2005 
b4 .—1947 (1947 
% -rf, Th. tp. 

r.aTT^.zi./P^.Tfi./3wi 19/2000) ^ wf^r 
11-8-2005 ^ ^TFI 

To TT^-22012/425/1999-3TTf 3TK (Tft-II) ] 


New Delhi, the llthAugust, 2005 

S.O. 3164. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. CGIT/ 
LC/R/119/2000) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunai-cum-Labour Court, Jabalpur as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
management of SECL and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 11-8-2005. 

[No. L-22012/425/1999-IR (C-U)] 
N. P. KESAVAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNALCUM-LABOUR COURT, 
JABALPUR 

NO. CGrr/LC/R/119/2000 
PRESENT; Shri C M. Singh, Presiding Officer 
The Secretary, 

Janta Mazdoor Sangh (IMS) 

Amradani Store Conplex, 

POAmlai Colliay, 

Distt. Shahdol (MP) .Woikman/Union 

Versus 

The General Manager, 

Sohagpur Area of SECL, 

PO Dhaipurl, 

Distt. Shahdol (MP) .Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this 3rd day of August, 2005 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide 
its Notification No. L-220 12/425/99/IR(<2M-n) dated 
28-6-2000 has referred the following dispute for 
adjudication by this tribunal: 

“Whether the action of the General Manager, 
Sohagpur Area of SECL, PO Dhanpuri, Distt. 
Shahdol (MP) in not regularising Shri Saffar Khan 
as Driver is legal and justified ? If not, to whatrelief 
the woikman is entitled ?” 

2. After the reference order was received, it was duly 
registered on 31-7-2000 and notices were issued to 
the parties to file their respective statements of 
claim. The order sheet reveals that on 11 -6-03 the 
date fixed in the reference both the parties were 
represented by their authorised representatives and 
the workman was direaed to file statement of claim 
on 6-8-03. Thereafter, several dates were fixed for 
filing statement of claim by workman/union and 
ultimately on 13 -5 -05, the date fixed in the reference, 
the direction was issued to the workman to file 
statement of claim on 24-5-05. It was motioned in 
that order that no more opportunity shall be given 
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to workman to file statement of claim. Inspite of the 
above direction, no one appeared forthe parties on 
24'5-2005 the date fixed in the case and it was 
ordered on the said date that the reference 
proceeded ex parte against the workman. At the 
same time, the management was directed to file WS 
by 29-7-2005. But on29-7-2005 the date fixed in the 
case no one put in ^pearance for the parties and 
ultimately this tribunal left with no option but to 
close the reference for award. 

3. It is very clear from the above that the workman 
has no interest in the refer^ce and at the same 
time, the management took tK) interest in getting 
the reference decided ex parte against the 
woikmanAJnion. Thus the parties to the reference 
^pear to have no interest in the ref^ence. 

4. As mentioned above, as the parties have no interest 
in the reference tlierefore. No Dispute Award is 
passed without any order as to costs. 

5. Copy of the award be sent to the Government of 
India, Ministry of Labour as per rutfes. 

C. M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 
11 2005 

3165 1947 (1947 

^ 14) ^ «IKr 17 % 

37/1991) ^ t, ■3lt ^ 

11-8-2005 ^ w|3n «n I 

[^o 1^-22012/99/1991 (4t-II)] 
1^51.41. %wr, 

New Delhi, the 11th August, 2005 

S.O. 3165 .—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 37/1991) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tiibunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Asansol as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment of ECL and their workman, \diich was received by 
the Central Govenunent on 11-8-2005. 

[No. L-22012/99/91-IR(C-II)] 
N. P. KESAVAN, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE IHE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNALCUM-IABOUR COURT, 
ASANSOL 

PRESENT: 

SRIMD. SARFARAZ KHAN, Presiding Officer 


PARTIES: 

Agent, Dalmiya Colliery of ECL, Salai 5 )ur, Burdwan 
Versus 

General Secretary, Coal Mines Employees Union, 

Dishergarh, Bun^an, 

REPRESENTATIVES: 

For the Managem^t Sri P. K. Das, Advocate 

Forthe Union (workman) : None 
Industry; COAL State: West Bengal 

Dated the 23-06-2005 

AWARD 

In exercise of powras conferred by clause (d) of sub¬ 
section (I) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), Govt, of India 
through the Mmistry of Labour v/dfe its letter No. L-22012/ 
99/91-IR (C-H) dated 06-12-1991 has been pleased to refer 
the following dispute for adjudication by this Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Dalmiya 
Colliery under the Agent Bonjemehari Colliery of M/s. 
E.C. Ltd. PO:Salar^ur, Dist. Burdwan in non-paying 
incentive allowances @ Rs.383 to S/Sri Paresh PrWaiuk 
and others as per list enclosed is justified ? If not, to what 
relief the concerned workmen are entitled to?" 

After having received the order of the aforesaid 
reference from the Ministry of Labour, Govt, of India 
summons through the registered post were issued to the 
respective parties and in pursuant to the summons both 
the parties speared throu^ thdr representative and filed 
their written statement in support of their respective claims. 

From the perusal of the record it transpires that up to 
l-6-99boththeparties took step in the case on their behalf 
but they left taking step since 9-7-2002. It further reflects 
from the order sheets of the records that fresh registered 
summons were issued to the parties and there after 
Sri P. K. Das, Advocate appeared on behalf of the 
management but the notice was not served upon the union 
and the same was returned with the remark “Not Known ” 
from the postal Department. It is clear that the union has 
failed to take any interest on its behalf. Several 
opportunities and adjournments were given to the Union 
for its ^earance but to no effect. In this circumstance it is 
not advisable to keep this old reference pending any more 
as no purpose is to be served. As such it is hereby. 

ORDERED 

That let a “No Dispute Award” be and the same is passed. 
Send the copies of the award to the Ministry of Labour, 
Govt, of India for information and needful. The reference is 
accordingly disposed off. 

M D SARFARAZ KHAN, Presiding Officer 
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fefi, 11 2005 

—1947 (1947 

"3^ ch445l(l % ■^N, 31^^ xf 

11-8-05*^3IMf3TT STTI 
i ^-400l2/35/2003-3n^ 3TR (^^) ] 

elhi, the 1 1th August, 2005 

-In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
i Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
y publishes the Award of the Labour 
own in the Annexure in the Industrial 
the employers in relation to the 
jptt. of Post and their workman, which 
! Central Government on 11-8-05. 

[No. L-40Ci{ 13 5,a003-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAl VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

1. V. K SATFCTE, PRESIDING 
LABOUR rxillR'f, SATARA 

ence I.D.A. Kt', i i/2003 


endent Post Offices, 
)f Posts, 

Versus 

'^arnaji Kadam, 


... First Party 


. . , Second Party 

50/B, Yadogopal Peth, Near Machi, 
Satara 


ATPUTE, Presiding Officer, Labour 


1. Kulkami; Advocate for First Party. 

. Kalal, & Sou. A. A, Kale, Advocates 
id Party. 

OGMENT (AWARD) 

Date .-29-07-2005) 

1 reference is sent by Government of 
lated 06-03-2003 for adjudication of 
h the parties on the demand of second 


party workman Laxman Namji Kadam that he should be 
reinstated on his previous post with continuity of services 
and full back wages. 

(2) The case of the second party workman in short 
is that he joined as A. D. D. with first party on 22-03- i 978. 
One criminal case bearing No. 249/1998 was pending 
against second party in the Court of Chief Judicm! 
Magistrate, Satara. The said Criminal case was decided on 
27-11-2000 and second party was acquitted in the criminal 
case. Second Party submits that he had not commitwd 
any offence. Though he was acquitted in criminal case: 
still first party did not take any step to allow him to join his 
duties. Second Party further submits that the action which 
was taken against him by first party was illegal. As first 
party did not allow him to join his duties, he made reference 
to the Government of India. He submits that he has worked 
with first party continuously for 240 days. Still first party 
removed him from his services without serving any notice 
upon him. He was not given any opportunity to defend 
himself. Therefore, his reference be decided affirmatively 
and first party be directed to reinstate him with continuity 
of services and back wages. 

(3) First party filed its Written Say at C-14 and 
denied all the contents of statement of claim of the second 
party categorically. First party submitted that second part> 
was appointed as Extra Departmental Delivery Agent. He 
was working on Tetali branch post office since 1978. His 
job was only to deliver letters, mails to villagers of Tetali 
branch office. First Party submits that Department of Post 
is not an Industry and its workers are not workman and so 
present case does not come under purview of Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. 

(4) First Party submits that while performing his 
duties second party came in contact with depositors of 
Post Office Recurring Deposit accounts. These depositors 
in good faith used to hand over the money of monthly 
instalments of their Recurring Deposit Accounts to second 
party. Though second party was not authorised to do so. 
he was regularly collected the amounts from the 
depositors, but he did not deposited the said amounts in 
the post office; or credited it in respect of recurring deposit 
accounts; and utilised the same for his private purpose. 
He also kept the passbooks of said R. D. Accounts with 
him and not returned to the respective depositors. He has 
committed breach of trust of depositors. 

(5) First party submits that in this way second party 
misappropriated amount of R. D. accounts of various 
depositors to the tune of Rs. 13,975. Disciplinary action 
was initiated again^d him and he was kept off duty with 
effect from 11-08-1 997. Criminal case was also lodged 
against him. Disciplinary case was finalised and second 
party was removed from services with effect from 
27-06-2000. On 27-11 -2000 he was acquitted from criminal 
case. 
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(6) First party submits that second party was 
removed from Government’s Services as an outcome of 
the departmental enquiry and not as per the outcome of 
the Court case. First party further submits that in criminal 
case also the actual entrustment of money with second 
party and misappropriation of that money was held proved, 
•ludgment of Court has no impact on departmental enquiry 
which was already finalised. Further it is submitted that all 
due amounts are paid to him. Therefore, it is prayed that 
present reference be rejected. 

(7) On the basis of rival contentions, following 
issues are framed by my Learned Predecessor at Exh. 0-15 
and I answer them with reasons as follows : 



ISSUES 

FINDINGS 

(I) 

Whether Reference is 
legally maintainable ? 

‘Yes’ 

(2) 

Does the second party 
prove that termination 
of his services with 
effect from 26-09-2000 
is illegal and improper ? 

‘No’ 

(3) 

Whether the second 
party is entitled for re¬ 
instatement with conti¬ 
nuity and full back 
wages ? 

‘No’ 

(4) 

What Order ? 

As per final order. 


REASONS FOR FINDINGS 


ISSUE No. 1: 

(8) In present case second party Laxinan Namji 
Kadam examined himself on affidavit at U-18. In his 
evidence he has supported all the contents of his 
Statement of Claim. He submitted that though he was 
acquitted in the criminal case bearing no. 249/1998; which 
was filed against him; still first party has not reinstated 
him in their services. The decision of Criminal Court was 
declared on 27-11-2000. He approached Labour 
Enforcement Officer, Sangli. He adduced evidence in 
conciliation proceeding; still he was not reinstated. Furttier 
he submits that he has worked for 240 days continuously; 
he was not served with a notice; he was not given an 
opportunity to defend himself. He has deprived of natural 
Justice. He denied Written Say of first party. 

(9) Though ample opportunity was given none on 
behalf of first party appeared in the Court or cross- 
examined the witness. 

(10) First party in their Written Say raised objection 
that post office or Department of Post is not an ‘Industry’ 
and the employees of post are not workman. This was 
held by Hon’ble Supreme Court in its judgement dated 


02-02-1996 in CivilAppealNo. 3385/86 and2431/94 arisii^ 
out of SLP (C)No. 587-588/1990—^92. Though first party 
has taken this objection; it has not filed on record the 
copy of judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court cited above. 
It is the contention of first party that as Department of 
Post is not an Industry, hence, present application i.e. 
reference is not maintainable. 

(11) Conciliation proceeding is not filed before Court 
and therefore it is not possible to find out whether this 
objection w as raised before conciliation officer or not. 

(12) Now the question is whether Department of 
Post is an Industry within the meaning of definition U/S, 
2(j) of Industrial Disputes Act. For that purpose we have 
to see the functions carried out by Department of Post. In 
case of Bangalore Water Supply & Sewerage Board V/s. 
A. Rajappa and others; declared in Civil Appeal Nos. 753- 
754(T) of 1975; the triple test of whether an organisation is 
an Industry or not is laid down. Industry is defined as 
Section 2(j) of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 and explained 
in D. N. Banerji V/s. P. R. Mukherji has a wide import 

(a) \\Tiere (i) systematic activity, (ii) organised by 
co-operation between employer and employee, 
the direct and substantial element is commercial, 
(iii) for the production and/or distribution of 
goods and services calculated to satisfy human 
wants and wishes not spiritual or religious but 
inclusive of material things or services geared 
to celestial bliss i.e. making, on a large scale, or 
prasad or (food), prima facie, there is an 
‘Industry’ in that enterprise. 

(b) All organised activity possessing the triple 
elements mentioned above although, not trade 
or business, may still be industry’ provided 
the nature of activity i.e. employer-employee 
basis, bears resemblance to what we found in 
trade and business; Even any Department 
discharging sovereign functions if they have 
units which are Industries and they are 
substantially severable then they can be 
considered to come within Section 2(j) of the 
Act. 

(13) As we all know inland letters, postal tickets are 
sold in post office. Post office conducts different savings 
schemes such as Kisan Vikas Patra, National Savings 
Certificate. In these schemes Postal Department works as 
agent of Finance Department of Central Government. Post 
Office gets commission at different rates on different 
schemes. Post Office charges on money order. All these 
fuentions are done systematically with cooperation of 
employees. It provides service to meet the needs of public 
at large. The said activities are like commercial activities. 
They can not be termed as sovereign functions of Central 
Government. As far as the activities of Post Office are 
concerned, they fulfil the triple test laid down in its 
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It cited supra. Therefore, post office is 
the meaning of Section 2(j) of Industrial 
7 and second party is its employee and 
:e made to this Court is maintainable, 
wer Issue No. 1 in affirmative. 

eruse the statement of claim of second 
evidence we find that second party is 
it his services were terminated by first 
:ase was pending against him. It is his 
ugh he was acquitted in the criminal 
f did not reinstated him in the service. If 
1 Say of first party; first party clearly 
as second party was involved in 
of amounts of various depositors; 
m under Rule 8 of EDA’s (Conduct & 
54 was initiated against him and second 
duty with effect from 11-08-1997. It is 
it the services of second party were 
D6-2000 and the judgment of Criminal 
:ond party was acquitted was declared 
i thus second party was removed from 
tie judgment of Criminal Coun was 
nitted by first party that the removal of 
1 services is result of his Departmental 
le outcome of Court Case. 

party has stated in his oral evidence as 
nent of claim that he was acquitted from 
17-11 -2000. But it is really very surprising 
lias not uttered a single sentence about 
uiry conducted against him. He has not 
ital Enquiry conducted against him in 
as not denied specifically anywhere in 
t the averment made by first party in 
It is also pertment to note that second 
! mentioned the date of termination of 
ler he has not filed on record order of 
1 services; though it was possible for 
show that he was removed from services 
3ceeding lodged against. But nowhere 
anything about Departmental Enquiry 
him. He has not denied the date of his 
k^ices mentioned by first party in their 
i it is clear that second party has not 
; Forum with clean hands. He has 
naterial things from this Court. 

al evidence merely stated that first pan> 
ved him from his services. Further he 
ly evidence to show what illegality is 
t party while removing him from his 
ilutely silent on this point. Therefore, I 
tion of his services is direct result of 
liry conducted against him and not due 
:eeding filed against him. Second party 
with sufficient evidence that the 


termination of services is illegal or improper. Therefore, 1 
answer issue no. 2 in negative. 

ISSUE No. 3: 

(17) It is the contention of the second party that as 
Criminal Court has declared him innocent and discharged 
from the offences of misappropriation; first party should 
reinstate him in their service. He has filed on record the 
judgment inCnminal Case No. 249/199G wherein he was 
charged with the ^'harge of misappropriation. It's true that 
he was acquitted in that criminal case. Further, if we go 
through judgment; we find that Criminal Court held that. 
‘Second Party is guilty for misappropriation’ and observed 
accused did not deposit the amounts in the post office. 
He did not make entries thereof in the passbook and thus 
accused misappropriated the amount which was entrusted 
to him by account holders in good faith. However, in that 
case prosecution could not prove that he was handed 
over the amounts by the depositors while he was working 
as public servant or agent and thus prosecution could not 
prove all ingredients of Section 409 of 1. P. C. Act. On that 
ground, he was acquitted. In that case Criminal Court has 
further observed that ‘offence U/s. 406 off P. C. Act could 
be attracted in that case but as he was not charge-sheeted 
under that section he was not held liable for punishment 
under that section.’ 

(18) Thus after perusing the judgment of Criminal 
Court, it becomes very clear that accused has committed 
criminal breach of trust of the account holder who had 
given him amounts in good faith. 

(19) The most important question which arises now 
is that whether the acquittal of any employee in criminal 
case can have bearing on decision of dismissal taken by 
management ? There are some fundamental differences 
between criminal trial and disciplinary proceeding. In 
criminal trial the charges are to be proved beyond all 
reasonable doubts; whereas in the domestic enquiry there 
is to be preponderance of probabilities while appreciating 
the evidence and to come to the conclusion whether the 
workman is guilty or not. The scope of departmental 
enquiry is very vide. The Apex Court in case of M. Paul 
Anthony (Capt.) V/s. Bharat Gold Mines Ltd. & Another; 
reported in 19991 CLR 1032 (S. C.) has very clearly made 
the legal position as follows, “Proceeding in a criminal 
case and departmental proceeding can proceed 
simultaneously with a little exception. As we understand, 
the basis for this proposition is that proceedings in a 
criminal case and the departmental proceedings operate 
in distinct and different jurisdictional areas. In the 
departmental proceeding where a charge relating to the 
misconduct is being investigated, the factors operating in 
the mind of Disciplinary Authority may be many such as 
enforcement of discipline or to investigate the level of 
integrity of the delinquent or the other staff, the standard 
of proof required in those proceeding is also different 
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than that required in a criminal case. While in departmental 
proceeding the standard of proof is one of preponderance 
of probabilities, in a criminal case, the charge has to be 
proved beyond reasonable doubts. The little exception 
may be where the departmental proceedings and the 
criminal case are based on the same set of facts and the 
evidence in both the proceedings is common without there 
being a variance. ‘In order to ensure that the conclusion 
of enquiry officer finding a workman guilty is not to be 
disturbed despite an acquittal in a criminal trial’. 

(20) In case of Najir Ahmed V/s. Government of 
Andhra Pradesh; Reported in 2001 LIC 3380; it was 
observed that, ‘It is now well settled that criminal 
proceeding and departmental proceeding stand on different 
footings. Only because an order of acquittal is passed the 
same by itself can not be a ground for quashing 
departmental proceeding. The standard of proof required 
in both the proceeding is absolutely different’. 

(21) In another case Ishwari Prasad V/s. Reserve 
Bank of India; reported in 2001 III CLR 1083; it was 
observed that, ‘Punishment in disciplinary proceeding 
after acquittal in criminal case is not illegal. The object of 
two proceeding, the standard of proof required are 
different. Inspite of acquittal in criminal case, departmental 
proceeding and disciplinary action can remain unaffected. 
Supreme Court has laid down in several judgments that 
order of discharged in criminal case would not in any 
maimer affect the legitimacy of disciplinary proceeding or 
the conclusions which are arrived in the couree thereof.’ 

(22) From the Written Say of first party it appears 
that the services of second party were terminated on the 
ground of misappropriation. We have also seen that 
criminal court observed that second party accepted various 
amount from various account holder to be deposited in 
their recurring deposit accounts but actually he did not 
deposit them in post office nor made it’s entries in the 
passbook. Criminal court has held this charge as proved. 
It is observed by Hon’ble Supreme Court in Janata Bazar 
(South Kanara Central Co-op. Wholesale Stores Ltd.) Etc. 
y/s. Secretary, Sahakari Noukarara Sangha etc.; reported 
in 2001 (1) Bombay C. C. 92 (S. C.) that, ‘Apparently, it 
would be an imjustified direction to reinstate an employee 
against whom charge of misappropriation is established. 
A proved act of misappropriation can not be taken lightly 
even though number of such misappropriation cases 
remain undisclosed and such employees or others amass 
wealth by such means. In any case, misappropriation 
camiot be rewarded or legalised by reinstatement in service 
with full or part of back wages.’ 

(23) In present case though second party was 
acquitted from criminal case on technical point even 
Criminal Court held that he has misappropriated the amount 
of R. D. account holders. Keeping in view the various 
case laws discussed above, I think that second party is 


not entitled for reinstatement with continuity and full back 
wages as prayed by him. Accordingly, I answer issue no. 
3 in negative and proceed to pass following order. 

ORDER 

The abovesaid reference is hereby answered in 
negative. 

Date: 30-07-2005 
Satara 

V. N. SATPUTE, Presiding Officer 
fqcdl, 11 2005 

311.3167—1947 (1947 
^14) ^ «iRi i7%3id^<ui'^f, % 

3ivjiA^ % M'qie ^ MshlHfin Ch<n1 ^ ^11- 

8-05^W1Tf3IT«ITI 

[^. T^?T-40011/8/2002-311^ SIR (-^-^j^)] 
3>cic0h TFT 

New Delhi, the 11th August, 2005 

S.O. 3167.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award of the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Ajmer as shown in the 
annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the Management of Deptt. of Post and their 
woikmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on 11-8-05. 

[No. L^OOl l/8/2002-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAIVERMA, Desk Officer 

31^W 

3F5lftT(7r^.) 

3iflr^: lift.T^. vtitfi ' gra , 

U«6<U| filatll : #31Tf^31TT 10/2002 

[ ’4.1^-40011/8/2002-31Tf 3m( 

3-9-2002 ] 

Hi4n1 ^ 

1^. 1^. -MpRq 3lfeT qiH. #. 

1?TT. 2018 

. . . RTKlf 

^*1 

31^1^ . .. 3niT«jf 
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R % 3^1^ 3-9-2000 ^ fR=T '^^7 

;the applicant Smt. Parvati Devi, W/o Late 
an Singh Ranwat or her son Sliri Jaswant 
lenying the appointment on compassionate 
y the management of Sr. Suptd. of Post 
jmer is just and legal ? If not, to what relief 
:ant is entitled ?” 

JW 1 -jnf^ % 3TR7T 

% "^^TtR ^RgcT 11 cT^ROcT 

% 'SRPfcT 25-1-2005 fR 

1^ 31^ f%qT ^ 

'=hi4<ci 137tT: 

^ t sik 31^ ^ ^ ^ 3n4^TT 

fn % •3 tR 11 

f tr writ ^ ?si^ I R=it^ 
l^r. 3TTf. aqR. 1995 cbV 2001 
t^T5Rl% ^TtT^’qT 

'511 «cbai 11 TT 3TTf. 31R. 1996 ^g5fh7 

"51^ f^Sid 3rfdHlRd t : 

regard to the contentions the question 
Jther the appellant is an Industry ? India 
;ign socialist, secular democratic republic 
ablish an egalitarian social order under 
w. The welfare measures partake the 
)f sovereign functions and the traditional 
aintain Law & Order is no longer the 
f the State directing principles of state 
oin on the state diverse duties under the 
the Constitution and the performance of 
are constitutional functions. One of the 
le state is to provide telecommunication 
the general public and amenity, and so is 
ial part of the sovereign functions of the 
welfare state. It is not, therefore, an 

^ ■yfqtTT dH<n«*7 % Qhl^nj chcrq|U|4))d 

W ^ rqwiM ^Rm 11 3RT: 


ifr 1^^ 3Tfq1^ % 3n^tiPi ^ 3RRTJT ^ 0^ ^ 

^ f 3fR fR ^ t i 


^ ^ TSflctr t 

fgqpT TT. STlf. 3TR. 1996 ^ 


% ^ 3TTR-t3R^ cfR^ % c+iR'rrf_ 

^ '3TRn f I 33?T: ^llPl ^ ^ if 31Fn f I 3Ta; 

TR7. 

11 m^, 2005 

31T. 3168—rc<qi<;3lft#TRq, 1947 (1947 
^ 14) 5Ff 17 % % 

Pl4i'Jl44 3^ ^3^ 4i4ehTff % 3T^?7 Tf 

f'lf^'^'SflsTinich rc<c(K'44)'4l4 6KcbK 3llil)n!c6 STfttRRTlT/^ 
^31^^57 (77^4 R 157/91) •qit'SRTTf^^Rdt 

t, ^ 4f'4)*4 "RWR 11 -8-05 ^ ^3TT SR 1 

[4, ■^-12012/181/91-3?Tfa3R (41-11) j 
41. 37 ^ 

New Delh i. the 11 th August, 2005 

S*0. 3168.--In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Centra! 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 157/91) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Jabalpur as shown in the annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the Management of UCO Bank and their workman, w hich 
was received by the Central Government on 11-8-05. 

tNo.L-12012/181/91-IR(B-l!)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Sccy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
industrial TRIBUNALCUM-LABOUR COURT, 
JABALPUR 

NO. CGIT/LC/R/I57/91 

Shri C. M. Singh, Presiding Officer 

Shri Dhaniram Rajak, 

S/o Shri Dayaram Rajak, 

Gangamai Santar, Morar, 

Gwalior (M.P.). ...Workman 


Versus 


The Divisional Manager, 
UCO Bank, Sarafa Bazar, 
Lushkar, Gwalior. 


... Management 
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AWARD 

Passed on this 28th day of July, 2005 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide 
its Notification No. L-12012/181/91-IR (B-II) dated 19-9-91 
has referred the following dispute for adjudication by this 
tribunal; 

“Whether the action of the management of UCQ 
Bank in terminating the services of Shri Dhaniram 
Rajak, S/o Shri Dayaram Rajak is justified ? If not, to 
what relief is the workman entitled ?” 

2. Applicant Shri Dhaniram Rajak’s case in brief is 
as follows. That he belongs to a poor femily and is a member 
of backward caste Rajak (Dhobi). He is qualified upto 
middle class. His name was registered in the employment 
exchange, Gwalior. When he came to know that some class 
IV posts were lying vacant in the UCO Bank, he submitted 
an application to Birla Nagar branch of UCO Bank. The 
management without giving any written appointment order 
engaged him on daily rate of w^es for performing the 
duties of the peon. He was paid by vouchers. He worked 
about 18-19 months in the UCO Bank. He worked 
continuously from 10th July, 1989 to 30th April, 1990. Thus 
he worked for more thar^240 days in the above period. His 
services were illegally tenninated by the new Branch 
Manager Shri Goyal by verbal order w.e.f. 30th April, 1990. 
He was neither given one month’s prior notice in writing 
indicating the reasons for retrenchment nor he has been 
paid in lieu of such notice, wages for the period of notice. 
He was not paid any compensation at the time of 
retrenchment. Thus the verbal order of his termination is a 
clear violation of Sec-25-F of the I. D. Act, 1947. It is also 
averred by the applicant that the Branch Mani^er, Birla 
Nagar after terminating his services engaged 2 daily rated 
employees namely Shri Bharat Srivastava and Shri Kayum 
Khan for different periods. That the applicant submitted 
representation to Branch Manager Goyal who gave 
assurance to the applicant but he has not been reinstated. 
It is prayed by the applicant that the action of the 
man^ement of UCO Bank terminating b's services be held 
unjustified and directions be issued to reinstate him in 
services with back wages. He also prayed that the cost be 
awarded to him. 

3. The management of UCO Bank, Gwalior contested 
the reference and filed their written statement wherein they 
have denied the averments made by the applicant 
Shri Dhaniram Rajak. The management has taken 
preliminary objection in their written statement that the 
application is misconceived and is not maintainable as the 
applicant Shri Rajak has no right on seeking (he relief 
claimed. The provisions of 1. D. Act, 1947 are not applicable 
in this case. It is specifically pleaded that even assuming, 
though not admitting, the applicant’s contention that he 
was employed casually as stop gap arrangements for a 


few days not in accordance with the recruitment rules in 
that case too if the recruitment is not in accordance with 
the service rules, the applicant does not become entitle to 
regularisation or to benefits of regular appointment 
particularly when there is no vacancy available for 
appointment. The management’s case in brief is as follows. 

It is specifically denied that tiie applicant worked from 
lOthJuly, 1989 to 30th April, 1990. It is also denied that the 
applicant worked for 9 months or 240 days or more as 
averred by the applicant. It is further denied that the 
applicant’s services were terminated by verbal order 
w.e.f 30th April, 1990 by New Branch Manager Shri Goyal. 
The New Branch Manager Shri N. C. Goyal joined the 
branch in September 1990 and therefore he could not 
terminate services of the applicant on 30th April, 1990. 
The ^plicant has filed illegible zerox copies of only 2 
vouchers dated 16-9-83 and 22-3-90 of Rs. 40 and Rs. 24 
respectively towards labour charges. These vouchers do 
not show tha^ the applicant was continuously employed 
for 240 days or more. It is denied by the management that 
there was any legal necessity of giving one month’s prior 
notice, salary in lieu thereof or discharge certificate and 
therefore there was no violation of Sec. 25-F of the I. D. 
Act, 1947. Sarva Shri Bharat Srivastava and Kayum Khan 
were electricians. They were occasionally engaged for 
maintenance of electrical system at the branch office. It is 
denied in the Written Statement by the management that 
no illegality has been committed by the Bank and it is 
specifically pleaded that the applicant is not entitled to 
any relief whatsoever. 

4. Ajjplicant Shri Dhaniram Rajak in support of his 
case examined himself as WW-I, Shri Gopal WW-II and 
Shri Rambabu WW-III. The management f6r defending 
the reference examined Shri E. K. Mishra MW-I the then 
Assistant Manager, UCO Bank, Birla Nagar Branch, 
GwaliOT. 

5. Both the parties have filed documents in support ' 
of their case which shall be referred in the body of this 
award at the appropriate places. 

6. I could not have an opportunity of hearing the 
argument of the learned counsel for applicant 
Shri Dhaniram Rajak as no one was present for the 
applicant on the dSte of hearing. I have heard Shri M. R. 
Chandra, Advocate the learned counsel for the 
management. 

7. The parties have filed written arguments. I have 
very carefully gone through the written argument of both 
the parties. 

8. I have very carefully gone through the entire 
evidence on record. 

9. The case of the applicant is that the management 
engaged him on daily rate wages for performing the duties 
of a peon. That he continuously worked for more than 240 
days as such. That he was engaged by the management 
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any written order. It is denied by the 
t applicant Shri Dhaniram Rajak worked 
240 days or more with the management, 
igle word in the written argument of the 
cate as to how and by what evidence, the 
is proved that he was in the continuous 
he management for 240 days or more. lit 
vritten argument of the applicant that the 
IS not submitted complete record of 
ing days and the photostat copies of each 
le vouchers of payment made to the 
correctly show the working day.j of the 
thus the management has failed to 
claim that the applicant has not worked 
ng his service period. The learned counsel 
ent submitted that it was for the applicant 
to show that he had in fact worked for 
year preceding his termination. In this 
led counsel for the management placed 
Supreme Court Cases (L & S) 367 in the 
irest Officer versus S. T. Hadimani with 
ka and another versus S. T. Hadimani, 1 
illy gone through the law cited above. It 
crein that it was the case of the claimant 
ced for more than 240 days in the year 
nination but this claim was denied by the 
was then for the claimant to lead evidence 
ad in fact worked for 240 days in the year 
mination. In the case at hand, it has come 
if applicant Dhaniram Rajak-WW-I that 
1 by verbal order on daily rate of wages 
>89 and was allowed to work till 30th April 
as paid wages by vouchers for different 
ntinuously worked from 10th July, 1989 
I. He did not depose a word in his evidence 
ition on what post he was appointed and 
ire of work in the office of management. 
:xamined, this witness deposed that he 
pplication seeking service of peon on 
IS given service ofwaterman, this evidence 
iniram Rajak WW-I is contrary to his 
n the statement of claim wherein it is 
lut giving any written appointment order, 
s engaged on daily rate of wages for 
Julies of peon. During the course of 
ross-examination this witness deposed 
ivide drinking water, fill the coolers and 
ng work. That he was used to be paid 
per day through vouchers. He further 
worked till 30th April, 1990 and during 
e was ceased to work once or twice. It 
t the oral evidence of the applicant Shri 
VW. I to the effect that he was appointed 
office of the management and he 
kedassuch w.e.f 10th day of July 1989 
il 1990 for more than 240 days, does not 


inspire confidence. His witnesses Shri Gopal WW-Il and 
Shri Rambabu WW-III appear to be highly interested 
wimesses in him. They are not or they were not employees 
of the same branch of UCO Bank where the applicant claims 
to be employed as peon. Shri Gopal WW-Il deposed that 
he was appointed in Hanuman Bhandar Canteen-JC Mills 
on 25-2-80 and there he served till April 1995. Shri Rambabu 
WW. Ill deposed that he was employed in the new power 
house department of JC Mills on 27-4-78 and remained 
employed there till the closure of JC Mills. On being cross- 
examined, Shri Gopal WW-I I admitted that he knows 
applicant Dhaniram Rajak for the past 30-40 years. 
Shri Rambabu WW-llI deposed during the evidence of 
his cross-examination that applicant Dhaniram Rajak 
resides in his Mohalla. Both the above named witnesses 
admitted during their cross-examination that they were 
brought to this tribunal for deposing as witnesses by 
applicant Dhaniram Rajak on his expenses. The averment 
made in the statement of claim by applic^t Shri Dhaniram 
Rajak is that he worked in UCO Bank continuously from 
10th July, 1989 to 30th April, 1990 but the applicant’s 
witness Shri Gopal WW-11 in this respect deposed in his 
affidavit that he saw Shri Dhaniram Rajak continuously 
working from 13th April, 1989 to 30th April, 1990. This 
deposition of the witness is not in consonance with the 
above averment made by the applicant in his statement of 
claim. Further this witness deposed in his evidence of 
cross examination that Shri Dhaniram Rajak had told him 
that he was working in the UCO Bank on monthly salarv. 
This evidence of the witness is against the averment made 
by the applicant in his statement of claim that he was 
engaged by the management on daily rate of wages. 
Applicant’s witness Shri Gopal WW-II and Shri Ram Babu 
WW-HI deposed that they had their accounts in the UCO 
Bank, BirlaNagar branch, Gwalior and whenever they used 
to visit the Bank for operating their account, they saw 
applicant Shri Dhaniram Rajak working in the said Bank. 
Shri Rambabu WW-HI deposed during his evidence of 
cross-examination that he used to meet the applicant once 
or twice in a month in the Bank. Likewise Shri Gopal 
WW-ll in his evidence of cross-examination deposed that 
he used to go to UCO Bank once in a month for depositing 
his savings. Both these witnesses did not depose a word 
as to on what post, the applicant was employed in the 
Bank, The above discussed evidence of two witnesses of 
applicant does not inspire confidence and is insufficient 
to prove that the applicant continusously worked in the 
UCO Bank for 240 days because according to their own 
evidence, they used to visit the Bank for operating their 
account. Thus the entire oral evidence adduced by the 
applicant falls short for proving his case that he 
continuously worked in the UCO Bank for 240 days or 


10. The applicant has filed photostat copies of 2 
vouchers ot UCO Bank, one is dt. 16-9-89 and the other is 
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dated 22-3-90 to show that he received daily rate of wages 
from the Bank through vouchers. These photostat copies 
of vouchers have not been proved in accordance with law 
of evidence and therefore they cannot be read in evidence. 
Even if only for the sake of argument it is assumed that 
those copy of vouchers may be read in evidence, in that 
case too, they are of no help in proving the fact that the 
applicant worked in the Bank continuously for 240 days 
or more. Thus the applicant has utterly failed to prove his 
case that he was in the continuous service of the Bank for 
not less than 1 year or for not less than 240 days in the 
preceding year of his termination from service. 

11. Against the above the case of management is 
that even if it is assumed only for the sake of argument 
that applicant Dhaniram Rajak was employed on daily rate 
of wages as stop-gap arrangement for a few days, in that 
case too his employment was not according to rules and 
until the recruitment is made in accordance with the service 
rules, the applicant does not become entitle to 
regularisation or the benefit of regular appointment 
particularly when there was no vacancy available for 
appointment. Shri B. K. Mishra, MW-I, the then Assistant 
Manager of UCO Bank, deposed that Shri Dhaniram Rajak 
was engaged as a labour on daily wage basis from time to 
time between the periods from 16-9-89 to 22-3-90 according 
to time to time need and exigencies of his service in the 
Bank. That his disengagement from 22-3-90 was due to 
end and want to work in the Bank. It is further deposed by 
this witness that the applicant was not engaged against 
any post or vacancy in subordinate cadre and during the 
period of his engagement and disengagement, there was 
no vacant post. That his Job was not of a regular nature in 
the Bank<his service was hired by the Bank Manager from 
the open market on pick and choose basis and for such 
engagement neither any application was called for nor the 
applicant submitted any application. The witness further 
added that the applicant worked in Birla Nagar Branch of 
UCO Bank for 87 days. This witness has been cross- 
examined at length by the learned counsel for the applicant. 
Nothing has come in his entire evidence which may 
indicate that he has not deposed truthfully; rather his 
testimony inspires confidence and is trus worthy. 

12. There is a photostat copy of Policy and 
Proceedures to be adopted for recruitment to the 
subordinate posts in the Bank bearing seal of the UCO 
Bank, Birla Nagar Branch, Gwalior on record of this 
reference. The policy and procedure to be adopted for 
recruitment of subordinate cadre is mentioned therein. It 
is clear from the perusal of the said document and the 
evidence of parties on record that the applicant was not 
recruited according to rules of service. It has been 
submitted by the learned counsel for the management that 
the applicant was not recruited according to service rules, 
therefore, he is not entitled to regularisation or the benefit 
of regular appointment particulariy when there was no 


vacancy available. In this respect the learned counsel for 
the management placed reliance on 2004(9)/SRJ 103 
Supreme Court of India in the case of Pankaj Gupta and 
Ors. etc. versus State of Jammu and Kashmir and Ors. and 
1997 Supreme Court Cases (L&S) 1079 in the case of 
Himanshu Kumar Vidyarthi and Others versus State of Bihar 
and Others. 

The following was held in the law cited 2004(9) SRJ- 
103 above: 

“No person illegally appointed or appo'mted without 
following the procedure prescribed under the law, is 
entitled to claim that he should be continued in 
service.” 

And the following was held in 1997 Supreme Court 
Cases L & S 1079, the law cited above: 

“Every department of the Government cannot be 
treated to be industry. When the appointments are 
regulated by the statutory rules, the concept of 
industry to that extent stands excluded. The 
petitioners were not appointed to the posts in 
accordance with the rules but were engaged on the 
basis of need of the work. They are temporary 
employees working on daily wages. Their 
disengagement from service cannot be construed 
to be a retrenchment under the Industrial Disputes 
Act. The concept of retrenchment therefore cannot 
be stretched to such an extent as to cover these 
employees. Since the petitioners are only daily wage 
employees and have no right to the posts, their 
disengagement is not arbitrary.” 

In the case at hand, the applicant has failed to prove 
by cogent evidence, the nature of work done by the 
applicant, the designation of post held by him and the 
hours of duty he performed. The applicant has also failed 
to prove that any vacancy was existing on the date of his 
engagement in service, the notification of vacancy if any 
was made to the employment exchange, by the 
management, his name was sponsored by the employment 
exchange and he was called for.any test or interview. Under 
the circumstances, even if it is assumed for the sake of 
argument only that the applicant was employed in the 
Bank, in that case too, according to law cited above, 
because he was not legally appointed and was appointed 
without following the procedure prescribed for under the 
service rules, therefore, he is not entitled to claim that he 
should continue in service. 

13. It has come in the written argument filed on behalf 
of applicant that the provisions of Section 25-F, 25-G and 
25-H ofthe Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 were not complied 
with by the management and therefore the oral order of 
the management of terminating his service from 30-4-90 is 
void-ab-initio. The applicant has failed to prove that he 
continuously worked for 240 days or more therefore it was 
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not obligatory on the part of the management to comply 
with the provisions of Sec. 25-F of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. 

14. The learned counsel for the management 
submitted that the re had been no violation of provisions 
of Section 25-G aid 25-H of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 for the reason that Shri Bharat Srivastava and 
Shri Kayum Khan vere engaged like the applicant for repair 
and maintenance o f electric installations of the Bank during 
its extreme neec and they too were disengaged on 
completion of ne id. Moreover they belong to separate 
category being tec inical hands to which category applicant 
Shri Dhaniram does not belong. As per deposition of 
Shri B. K. Mishia MW-I Shri Bharat Srivastava and 
Shri Kayum Khtn were also engaged like applicant 
Shri Dhaniram Raji ik on maintenance and repair of electrical 
installations in th; Bank during extreme need. But the 
ivi kftc- of the applicant Shri Dhaniram Rajak WW-I is 
quite silent on the )oint as to for what purpose Shri Bharat 
Srivastava and SI ri Kayum Khan were engaged by the 
Bank. But the wit less has admitted that both the above 
named persons we re engaged by the Bank prior to him. In 
view of the above evidence given by Applicant 
Shri Dhaniram Raj; ik WW-I the p! Ovi!.ions of Section 25-G 
and 25-H are not applicatle m case 

15. For the n masons givec it is concluded that 
the action ofthe mj nagement ot UCO Bank in terminating 
the service of Shri E haniram Rajak, S/o Shri Dayaram Rajak 
is justified and the workman is not entitled to any relief 
The reference is, tl erefore, decided accordingly in favour 
of management an j against the workman Shri Dhaniram 
Rajak. The parties shall bear their own costs of this 
reference. 

16. Copy oft le award be sent to the Government of 
India, Ministry of 1 .,abour as per rules. 

C. M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 

12 2005 

3TT. 3169 —fqqic 1947 (1947 

^ 14) ^RT 17 3TFF 

7f.-II, 

2002 ^ eft 12-8-2005 ^ 

«7TI 

[Tt. t^^-12012/454/2001-311^ aiR (^^1)] 

New Delhi, the 12th August, 2005 

S.O. 3169.—In pursuance of Section 17 ofthe 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 


Government hereby publishes the Award (I. D. No. 87/ 
2002) ofthe Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Laboiir 
Court-II, New Delhi now as shown in the annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the Management of State Bank of India and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
12-8-2005. 

[No. L-12012/454/2001-IR(B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT-II, NEW DELHI 

I. D. No. 87/2002 

Shri R, N. Rai, Presiding Officer 
In the matter of: 

Shri Netra Pal, 

House No. 5, Village, Jamrudhpur, 

Kailash Colony, 

0pp. Lady Sri Ram College, 

New Delhi-110048. 

Versus 

The Regional Manager, 

State Bank of India, 

Region-Ill, 

Parliament Street, 

New Delhi-110001 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-12012/ 
454/200 !-IR(B-I), Central Government dt. 24/31-10-2002 has 
referred the following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder : 

“Whether the action of the management of State 
Bank of India in terminating the services of Shri Netra 
Pal, Ex. Messenger by treating him to have voluntarily 
retired from service w.e.f 23-07-1994 is just, fair and 
legal ? If not, what relief he is entitled to and from 
which date.” 

The workman applicant has filed statement of claim. 
1*1 the statement of claim it has been stated that the 
workman was serving in the post of Messenger with effect 
from 28-09-1985. Copy of appointment letter is placed as 
Annexure-Al with this statement. That the workman s 
services were confirmed as messenger with effect from 
31 St March, 1986. Copy of confirmation letter is placed as 
Annexure-B with this statement. 

That the workman fell sick on 26th Mareh, 1993 and 
could not attend his duties, but he has sent his medical 
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certificates from qualified Doctor of Mehta Nursing Home 
and Surgical Centre, C-3176, Janakpuri,New Delhi. Copy of 
the Medical Certificate and UPC are placed as Annexure-C 
(Collectively). 

That on slight recovery of workman, a fitness 
certificate was given by the Doctor and workman reported 
for duties to Branch Manager, SBI, Palam Colony, New 
Delhi on 21 -09" 1994 but he was informed by the Manager' 
that his services have been terminated taking his absence 
into consideration that the workman has voluntarily retired 
from service. Copy of the letter showing the workman has 
retired voluntarily is placed as Annexure-D with this 
statement. 

That neither any domestic inquiry was held nor any 
opportunity was given to workman to put his defence. 
The medical/sickness of the workman were not taken into 
consideration without second medical or giving reason 
for not accepting the same. Thus the workman has been 
denied natural law of justice and has been dismissed from 
service arbitrarily. This amounts to forcible dismissal and 
that too without any proper inquiry and without affording 
opportunities in such a major punishment. 

That the workman has suffered the following losses 
due to alleged dismissal and he submits the following 
statement of claim: 

(a) Reinstatement in service with full back wages. 

(b) Salary (Pay & Allowane) from 01-03-1993 till 

date about nine years at the rate of Rs. ... 
amounting to Rs. 

(c) Increment about Rs. 

(d) Promotion as per his counterparties. 

(e) Interest on amount due from the date of illegal 
dismissal till payment. 

The management has filed written statement. In the 
written statement it has been stated that the claim of the 
claimant does not disclose any cause of action for 
challenging to the action of the management in treating 
the workman as voluntarily retire under Clause 17 of the 
5th BPS dated 10-04-1989. The claim is therefore, liable to 
be dismissed. That the claim is barred by delay and laches. 
The workman was voluntarily retired from the Bank’s 
service w.e.f. 23-08-1994. The workman acquiesced in the 
order for 8 years. Having accepted his terminal benefits 
accruing on his voluntary retirement he is estopped from 
turning around and challenging the same after a lapse of 
more than 8 years. Hence the petition is liable to be 
dismissed. 

That there is no employer-employee relationship 
between the applicant and the answering respondent after 
his voluntary cessation of service from the bank. Hence, 
there cannot be any industrial dispute in the matter. The 


petition is liable to be dismissed on this ground. The 
claimant has voluntarily retired from the service of the 
Bank in accordance with Clause 17 of the BPS dated 
10-04-1989. The petitioner at the relevant time had no 
intention of joining the duties and has voluntarily cessed 
his job. But now after a gap of more than eight years the 
claimant had come up with a plea of sickness. In fact, the 
claimant never sent any application to the Bank for grant 
ofleavetohim. 

The terms of service conditions of employees in 
State Bank of India are covered by Sastry Award, Desai 
Award and BPS entered into between the management of 
the bank and All India State Bank of India Staff Federation. 
Para 17 of the 5th BPS dated 10-04-1989 provides as 
under: 

“When an employee absents himself from work for 
a period of 90 or more consecutive days without 
submitting any application for leave or for its 
extension or without any leave to his credit or beyond 
the period of leave sanctioned originally/ 
subsequently or when there is satisfactory evidence 
that he has taken up employment in India or when 
the management is reasonably satisfied that he has 
no intention of joining duties. The management may 
at any time thereafter give a notice to the employee 
at his last known address calling upon him to report 
for duty within 30 days of the date of notice. Stating 
inter alia, the grounds for coming to the conclusion 
that the employee has no intention of joining duties, 
the employees will be deemed to have voluntarily 
retired from Bank’s service on the expiry of the said 
notice. In the event of the employee submitting a 
satisfactory reply, he shall be permitted to report for 
duty thereafter within 30 days from the date of the 
expiry of the aforesaid notice without prejudice to 
the Bank’s right to take any action under the law of 
rules of service.” 

The claimant started absenting himself from duty 
w.e.f. 26-03-1993. The Branch vide its letters dated 
23-04-1993 asked the petitioner to report for duty at the 
Branch, but he failed to attend duty in response to the 
aforesaid letters (photocopy enclosed marked as 
Annexure-1). After that, vide its letter dated 05-03-1994, 
the Branch Wrote to the petitioner to report for duty within 
30 days of receipt of said notice and in case he fails to do 
so, he shall deemed to have been voluntarily retired from 
the service on the expiry of the said notice. In the month 
of May 1994, the petitioner sent two medical certificates 
from 01 -04-1994 to 30-04-1994 and 1 st May, 1994 to 15th 
May, 1994 issued by one Dr. R. K. Jethani, RMP, however 
no leave application was.sent with it. Again in the month 
of June, 1994, two medical certificates from 16th May, 1994 
to 30th May, 1994 and 31st May, 1994 to 14th June, 1994 
issued by Dr. R. K. Jethani, RMP was received by the 
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no leave application was sent by the 
tisfied on the medical certificates, the 
led to appear before Medical Board on 
Branch Letter No. 94/29 dated 28-06-1994 
conditions. However, the claimant 
lined from appearing before Medical 
iner was served with a notice vide Branch 
iated 23-07-1994 calling upon him to report 
10 days of the date of notice as per his 
s. However, the claimant failed to report 
0 days of receipt of notice and did not 
lation for his unauthorized absence, 
e its registered notice dated 07-09-1994 
thority i.e., the respondent no. 1 wrote 
lat as he has failed to report for duty in 
r notices of the branch dated 23-07-1994 
o it was deemed that he has voluntarily 
rvice of the Bank w.e.f 23-08-1994. From 
lerved that the employee was f rst asked 
without delay and when he continued to 
m work for a period of more than 90 days 
jn he was asked to report for duty within 
; as per the above mentioned terms of 
When he failed to report for duty within 
sriod, then he was deemed to have 
d from the service of the Bank. It clearly 
ink has taken all the steps and followed 
latural justice. It also clearly established 
at the material time had no intention of 
s and the story put forward by him is 
cocted version. 

for want of knowledge that the workman 
•93. However, reply given hereinabove in 
diminary Objections is reiterated. It is 
^ claimant never submitted the medical 
; answering respondent which he has 
n in the Court. 

dated 23-07-1994 the workman was called 
■ duties or give satisfactory explanation 
:d absence within 30 days of the notice, 
ither reported for duties nor gave any 
his unauthorized absence, within the 
i in the memo dated 23-07-1994. 
ler his service conditions as given in 
PS dated 10-04-1989, he was deemed to 
retired from the Bank’s service w.e.f 
ame was duty communicated tohim vide 
1994. 

[s of Para 5 are wrong and denied. In 
given in the Preliminary Objections is 
1. Furthdr, there is absolutely no need of any 
n such type of cases where the claimant has 
oluntaril ^ cessed of his services as per his service 
s prevail ing at the material time and principles of 
istice is i iherent in the memo dated 23-07-1994 


and full opportunity was granted to the workman to report 
for duties within the period specified as per his service 
conditions. The claimant neither reported for duties nor 
gave any explanation for his unauthorized absence, within 
the period specified in the memo dated 23-07-1994. The 
claimant cannot be allowed premium over his deliberate 
acts of omissions/commissions. Further, it is wrong to state 
that the claimant had ever been dismissed from the Bank ’ s 
services; rather the claimant has himself voluntarily cessed 
of his services as per his service conditions prevalent at 
the material time. It is aiso wrong and denied that the 
claimant suffered any kind of losses as stated. 

The workman applicant has filed rejoinder. In his 
rejoinder he has reiterated the averments of his claim 
statement. The workman applicant has filed affidavit, ( he 
management was present on 02-08-2004, 21-09-2004, 
22-11-2005 and 23-12-2004 but thereafter none turned up 
for cross examination of the workman applicant. On 
13-01-2005 cross of the workman applicant was closed in 
the absence of the management and the case was posted 
for argument. None turned up from the side of the 
management even on the date of argument so ex-pane 
argument of the workman applicant was heard. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman 
applicant that he was serving in the post of Messenger 
w.e.f 28-09-1985. Copy of the appointment letter has been 
annexed. His services were confirmed on 31-03-1986. He 
fell sick on 26th March, 1993 and could not attend his 
duties but he sent medical certificate from qualified Doctor 
of Mehta Nursing Home and Surgical Center. 

It was further submitted that on recovery the 
workman approached the management for duties but the 
Branch Manager, SBl, Paiam Colony, New Delhi told him 
that his services have been terminated in view of hi.s 
absence on 21-09-1994. The workman applicant has filed 
affidavit in support of his claim statement and the 
management has not filed any affidavit so the affidavit of 
the workman applicant will prevail and the order of 
voluntary retirement is unjust and unfair. 

The workman applicant is a manual worker. He has 
not disclosed in his statement of claim as to how he earned 
his livelihood. He has not disclosed any source of income. 
He has filed this ID case after seven years so there is 
delay and laches on the part of the workman applicant so 
he is entitled to get 50% back wages only. 

The reference is replied thus : 

The action of the management of State Bank of India 
in terminating the services of Shri Netra Pal, Ex. Messenger 
by treating him to have voluntarily retired from service 
w.e.f 23-07-1994 is neither just nor fair nor legal. The 
workman deserves to be reinstated w.e.f 23-07-1994 with 
50% back wages. The management is directed to reinstate 
him with 50% back wages within two months of the 
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publication of the award. In case of default the workman 
applicant will be entitled to an interest of 6% on his entire 
back wages as mentioned above. 

The Award is given accordingly. 

Date: 10-08-2005. 

R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
12 3TiR<T, 2005 

3ir. 3170—pel1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ 17 % 

Rlfni'S % % 

rc<o||<-£i 

Tf.-II, ^ tm 3TT^ ^-74/ 

2004)^ y<^iir^id ^ 12-8-2005^ 

TIM fair mi 

[TI. 12012/17/2Q04-an^ 3TR (^-I)] 
arspi 3)Hi<, 3ifV«hf0 

New Delhi, the I2th August, 2005 

S.O. 3170.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (I. D. No. 74/ 
2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court-II, New Delhi now as shown in the annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the Management of American Express Bank Ltd., and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 12-8-2005. 

[No. L-12012/17/2004-IR(B-I)] 

AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAIXTJM- 

LABOUR COURT-n, NEW DELHI 

I. D. No. 74/2004 

Shri R. N. Rai, Presiding Officer 
In the matter of: 

Sh. Parmar Bahadur Thapa, 

S/o. Sh. Tek Bahadur Thapa, 

C/o. Janvadi General Kamgar Mazdoor Union, 
E-26, Raja Bazar (Old Qtrs.), 

Baba Kharak Singh Marg., 

New Delhi. 

yersus 

The Chief Manager, 

American Express Bank Ltd., 

Enkay Centre, A, A-I & A-II, 

Udyog Vihar, Phase-V, 

Gurgaon-122106. 


AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-12012/17/ 
2004 [IR(B-I)], Central Government dt. 13-05-2004 has 
referred the following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder ; 

“Whether the action of the management of American 
Express Bank Limited, Gurgaon in terminating the 
sevices of Shri Parmar Bahadur TTiapa, S/o Shri Tek 
Bahadur Thapa w.e.f. 15-05-2003 without any notice/ 
notice pay/retrenchment compensation etc. is just 
and legal ? If not, to what relief the workman is 
entitled to ?” 

Notice has been sent to both the parties but the 
workman applicant did not turn up. He has not filed claim 
statement. 

The reference is replied thus 

The action of the management of Americmi Express 
Bank Limited, Gurgaon in terminating the services 
of Shri Parmar Bahadur Thapa, S/o Shri Tek Bahadur 
Thapa w.e.f 15-05-2003 without any notice/notice 
pay/retrenchment compensation etc. is just and 
legal. 

No dispute award is given. 

Date: 09-08-2005 

R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
12 31W, 2005 

air. 3171 —aifirf™, 1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ «im 17%375?T1TiT'^f, ^ aiM 

% TRtJcN % afrt •61^ 
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12-08-2005 W f 311 m I 

[U ■q^-l2012/538/98-311^ 31R (^-I)] 
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New Delhi, the 12th August, 2005 

S.O. 3171.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (IDA No. 25/ 
1999) of the Labour Court, Nashik now as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of State Bank of India and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 12-08-2005. 

[No. L-12012/538/98-IR(B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE tSMT.C A, NATHANI, PRESIDING 
ER, LABOUR COURT, NASHIK 

:eference (IDA) No. 25/1999 
Between 

onal Manager, 
ik of India, Region-V, 

;t, Pune-411001 ... F irst Party/em p loy er 

And 

ihikant Vittal Wade 
vi Chawl, Room No. 5, 

Nashik-422006 ... Second Party/workmiin 

AWARD 

28-6-2005 

reference sent to this Court by tne Minist ry 
t. of India under Sec. 10 of the i.D. Act for 
'the dispute over the demand of workman 
nt with continuity of service and full back 

workman filed statement of claim Ex. U-2. 
employer filed written statement Ex. C-1 

after my Id. predecessor framed issues at 
ver, the second party failed to adduce any 
e gone through the documents on record, 
are xerox copies and not sufficient to grant 
^'ith continuity of service or back wages to 
ty. Hence, I hold that the second party is 
any reinstatement or back wages. Hence, 
equires to be rejected. Hence, 1 pass the 

ORDER 

Terence stands rejected. The second party 
entitled to any relief including reinstateme;nt 
of service and back wages. 

iward be sent for publication to the 
ority. 

SMT. C. A. NATHANI, Presiding Officer 
i 

12 2005 
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^-73/2004) t. ^ 

12-08-2005 ^ ^3TT «n I 

[ft. ■^-12012/19/2004-311^ 3TR (ftt-I) ] 
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New Delhi, the 12th August, 2005 

S.O. 3172.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (I.D.No. 73/2004) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court-Il, New Delhi now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of American Express Bank Ltd. and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on 12-08-2005. 

[No. L-12012/19/2004-IR(B-l)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNALrCUM- 
LABOUR COURT-n, NEW DELHI 

R. N. Rai, Presiding Officer 


I.D. No. 73/2004 


In the matter of: 


Sh. Pratap Singh, 

S/o Sh. Khem Singh, 

C/o Janvadi General Kamgar Mazdoor Union, 

E-26, Raja Bazar (Old Qtrs.), 

Baba Kharak Singh Marg, 

New Delhi. 

VERSUS 

The Chief Manager, 

American Express Bank Ltd., 

Enkay Centre, A, A-1 & A-II, 

Udyog Vihar, Phase-V, 

Gurgaon-122 106 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-120 i 2/19/ 
2004-IR (B-1) Central Government dt. 13-05-2004 has 
referred the following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder 

“Whether the action of the management of American 
Express Bank Limited, Gurgaon in terminating the 
services of Shri Pratap Singh S/o Shri Khem Singh 
w.e.f 28-03-2003 without any notice/notice pay/ 
retrenchment compensation etc. is just and legal ? If 
not, to what relief the workman is entitled to 

Notice has been sent to both the parties but the 
workman applicant did not turn up. He has not filed claim 
statement. 

The reference is replied thus :— 

The action of the management of American Express 
Bank Limited, Gurgaon in terminating the services of 
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Shri Pratap Singh, S/o. Shri Khem Singh w.e.f. 28-03-2003 
without any notice/notice pay/retrenchment compensation 
etc. is just and legal. 

No dispute award is given. 

Date: 08-08-2005 R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 

12 2005 

3TT. 3173—3||ieilP|cb [ololK 3lftlt^FW,-WTtT947 
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New Delhi, the 12th August, 2005 

S.O, 3173.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 7/2000) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court No. II, New Delhi, as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Punjab 
National Bank and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on 12-08-2005. 

[No. L-12012/277/1999-IR (B-11)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT-H, NEW DELHI 

R. N. Rai, Presiding Officer 

I.D. No. 7/2000 
IN THE MATTER OF: 

Shri Neeraj Kumar, 

S/o Shri Ram Kishan, 

R/o 50-B, Vakil Road, New Mandi, 

Muzaffamagar. 

Versus 

Punjab National Bank, 

The Chief Manager, 

PNB, New Mandi Branch, 

Muzaffamagar. 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-120I2/ 
277/99-1R (B-II) Central Government dt. 02-02-2000 has 


referred the following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder:— 

“Whether the action of the management of Punjab 

National Bank, Muzaffamagar, in terminating the 

services of Shri Neeraj Kumar, Water Boy/Peon w.e.f. 

12-0^999 is legal and justified ? If not, what relief 

■ Tfieworkman is entitled and from which date ?” 

The workman applicant has filed statement of claim, 
in the statement of claim, it has been stated that the 
workman applicant was appointed in Punjab National Bank, 
New Mandi, Muzaffamagar on 01-08-1998 on the post of 
water boy but the applicant mostly performed the duties 
of peon i.e. to collect the papers of currency chest from 
R. M. Office, T.R.O. from city branch PNB, Cash collected 
from Dena Bank, Search of DD Counterfoil from Office, 
Head Office, Paper and other bank paper, ledgers etc. 

That tht applicant rendered unintermpted service 
from 01-08-1998 to 11-04-1999. But the opposite party 
employer terminated his services on 12-04-1999 by oral 
order. 

That before terminating services of the workman, 
the employer did not comply with the provisions of Section 
25-N of the ID Act, 1947. The employer did not give any 
notice or notice pay in lieu of notice, retrenchment 
compensation. No charge sheet was given nor any 
domestic inquiry was conducted and opportunity of 
hearing was not granted and principles of natural justice 
were violated. 

That the workman has performed his duties in the 
bank for more than 240 days and has been in the service of 
bank since 01 -08-1998 to 11 -04- i 999. riis service comes in 
the category of continuity of service and the workman 
has acquired the status of permanent worker. That ^per 
Grade of IVth Class Worker his salary was Rs. 2700 per 
month (Basic + DA), But he '.vas paid Rs, 500 per mohth till 
February 1999 and for March 1999 Rs. 770 per month and 
after this period wages has not been paid inspite of 
demand. 

That the worker issued registered AD Notice dated 
19-05-1999 to the employer and requested to take him on 
duty with back wages with continuity of service and also 
made personal request but gave reply notice on 
25-05-1999 on false facts. 

That as the applicant/worker has performed duties 
for 240 days continuously illegal termination of service by 
oral order is unfair labour practice. 

That the opposite party admits the post of worker 
as water boy in monthly wages payment slips. 

That the oral termination order dated 12-04-1999 of 
opposite party is illegal and ab initio void. 
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ipplicant is the worker and the opposite 
oyer. Termination is illegal and ab initio 
rial dispute exists in between the parties. 

gement has filed written statement, In the 
een stated that the alleged dispute is not 
te in terms of sec. 2 (k) of the Industrial 
M7 as the applicant Shri Neeraj Kumar is 
1 terms of sec. 2(s) of the Industrial Dispute 
was not appointed by the Bank nor the 
loyee relationship exists between the 
k and the applicant as such the claim of 
not maintainable. 

pplicant Shri Neeraj Kumar was working 
fShri Rejender Kumar who used to supply 
rs, to the staff working in the branch at 
Lizaffar Nagar. During this period he was 
ing of water of the said branch for which 
;es were paid to him at the agreed rates out 
lary powers vested in the branch manager 
;s on such like miscellaneous matters like 
rs and maintenance, water arrangements 
stomers, sanitation work etc. whereas the 
the bank are paid wages out of the 
Expenses”. Hence, the applicant never 
itus of a employee nor he was paid any 
jspondent bank. Moreover such persons 
m the operation of the Desai Award. 

applicant was not employed by the 
c, the question of termination of services 
it does not arise nor the provisions of 
s, 2 (oo) of the Industrial Disputes, Act, 
ted in the case. As such the conditions 
renchment of workman employed as laid 
of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 are not 
^served. Hence the claim of the applicant 
ble. 

pplication has been filed by Shri Neeraj 
fthe industrial Disputes Act, 1947 which 
ble before this Hon’ble Authority as the 
lot a workman within the meaning of 
ndustrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

iplicant has also filed a case before Labour 
:rut under the U.P. Industrial Dispute Act, 
liar grounds. The adjudication proceedings 
nmenced in the case but the applicant has 
ict before this Hon’ble Authority. , 

d that since the applicant was never 
j respondent Bank as water boy nor there 
i'ater boy in the Bank. It is denied that 
lar ever performed the duties of peon as 


that since the applicant was not employed 
e question of violation of Sec 25-N of 


Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 or the principles of natural 
justice does not arise. 

The applicant has not been paid any wages by the 
respondent bank. However, he has been paid only labour 
charges at the contracted rate of Rs. 500 per month from 
August 1998 to January 1999 from out of the miscellaneous 
charges under the discretionary powers of the Branch 
Manager. Hence, the applicant is not entitled to any wages 
for this period as there was no employer-employee 
relationship between the Bank and Shri Neeraj Kumar. 

It is stated that the applicant has not served in the 
Bank as a workman as such the question of continuity of 
service or termination thereof does not arise. Hence, there 
is no unfair labour practice in the case. 

It is stated that the Branch Managers have been 
delegated discretionary powers to incur expenses of casual 
and contractual nature such as electricity repairs, 
sanitation, arrangement for filling of water etc. Shri Neeraj 
Kumar was also paid out of labour charges out of this 
head for making arrangement of water. Hence, it is not 
admitted that Shri Neeraj Kumar was appointed by the 
Bank as water boy. 

The applicant has filed rejoinder. In his rejoinder he 
has reiterated the averments of his claim^tatemenl and as 
asserted that he has worked continuou.sly for more than 
240 days at the post of Water Boy/Peon. His service was 
terminated on 12-04-1999. 

Evidence of both the parties has been taken. 

Heard arguments from both the sides and perused 
the papers on the record. 

The applicant has rendered continuous service of 
240 days so he is a workman in view of AIR 1986 SC 458. It 
was submitted that the entire wages have not been paid to 
him and he was being paid Rs. 500 per month initially and 
thereafter Rs. 750. His termination is illegal and void ab 
initio. He has not been paid one month’s notice and 
compensation so Section 25F of the ID Act, 1947 is 
attracted. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that the workman was engaged for filling water of the said 
Branch for which the labour charge were paid to him at the 
agreed rates out of the discretionary powers vested in the 
Branch Manager to incur expenses on such like 
miscellaneous matters like electricity repairs and 
maintenance, water arrangements for staff and customers, 
sanitation work etc. The employees of the bank are paid 
out of the establishment expenses. He was not employed 
by the respondent bank so the question of payment of 
compensation does not arise. He was not a workman under 
Section 2 (s) of the ID Act, 1947. He has filed an application 
in Labour Court (U.P.). 
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It has been admitted by the management that he has 
been paid only labour charges at the contracted rate of 
Rs. 500 per month from August, 1998 to January, 1999. It 
was submitted from the side of the workman that the 
management witness has admitted in quite categorical 
terms that Shri Neeraj Kumar has worked from 01-08-1998 
to 11 -04-1999. The management has also admitted in written 
statement that he has worked from August, 1998 to 
January, 1999 so there is contradiction in the written 
statement and the admission of the management witness 
regarding the work of the workman applicant. It has been 
admitted by the management that he started to work in 
August, 1998 and the case of the workman is also that he 
worked from 1st August, 1998 to 11-04-1999. 

In view of the clear cut admission of the management 
witness it is proven fact that the workman has worked for 
more than 240 days so Section 25 F of the ID Act is 
attracted. It has been also admitted by the management 
that he was not given any notice or notice pay in lieu of 
notice and retrenchment compensation. In case he has 
worked for more than 240 days it was obligatory for the 
management to give him one month’s notice or pay in lieu 
thereof and retrenchment compensation in view of 
Para-24 of the Desai Award. Even if a workman works for 
six months he is entitled to get retrenchment compensation. 
The management has admitted that he worked from 
01 -08-1998 to 11 -04-1999 but no retrenchment compensation 
has been paid to the workman. The case of the workman 
is that he performed the duties of water boy as well as 
peon. The case of the management is that he was only 
water boy and served water to the employees of the Bank 
and customers of the Bank. In case it is admitted that he 
has worked in the Bank continuously for more than 240 
days. Section 25 F of the ID Act, 1947 is attracted as the 
Bank is doubtless an industry and in view of ihe Desai 
Award he should have been given retrenchment 
compensation. Admittedly the management has not given 
retrenchment compensation. 

It was further submitted from the side of the 
management that he was not posted as per recruitment 
rules. His name was not sponsored by Employment 
Exchange. For regular recruitment it is necessary that the 
name of the workman should be sponsored from the 
Employment Exchange. So far as sponsoring from the 
Employment Exchange is concerned it is the duty of the 
Bank to follow the procedure. Even for temporary 
appointments the names invariably should be sponsored 
by the Employment'Exchange. The management cannot 
make the recruitment rules a shield for illegal termination 
of the services of the workman. In case he has not been 
appointed as per the recruitment rules the management 
should have paid him retrenchment compensation in view 
of Section 25 F of the ID Act, 1947. The recruitment rules 
cannot be both shield and sword. The service of the 
workman applicant doubtless has been terminated illegally 


and without following the procedure as prescribed in 
Section 25 F of the ID Act, 1947. 

The management is a state in view of Article 12 of 
Indian Constitution. The concept of rule of law would 
lose its vitality if the instrumentalities of the State are not 
charged with the duty of discharging their functions in a 
fair and just manner. The management should have acted 
justly and fairly and not arbitrarily or capriciously. Section 
25 F of the ID Act, 1947 is attracted in the facts and 
circumstances of the present case and it is settled law that 
if Section 25 F of the ID Act, 1947 is j^jpl icable the workman 
is to be reinstated. 

As far as back wages are concerned the workman 
applicant has admitted that he performed the work of a 
water boy as well as peon so he is an unskilled workman 
and in his claim statement he has not disclosed as to what 
was the source of his subsistence. He should have clarified 
how he sustained his livelihood during the period of un¬ 
employment as such he is entitled to be reinstated with 
20% of his back wages. 

The reference is replied thus 

The action of the management of Punjab National 
Bank, Muzaffar Nagar, in terminating the services of Shri 
Neeraj Kumar, Water Boy/Peon w.e.f 12-04-1999 is neither 
legal nor justified. The management/respondent is directed 
to reinstate the workman with continuity of service along 
with 20% back wages within two months from the date of 
the publication of the Award. In case of default the 
workman will be entitled to get 12% interest on the entire 
back wages mentioned above. 

The Award is given accordingly. 

Date; 08-08-2005 R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 

12 3TOT, 2005 

m 3?r. 3174—1947 (1947 
-qn 14) ^ 17 % 

i.-1, (7^771^20/97)^ 

y=hir^ld t, # 777^ ^ 12-08-2005 ^ 

^37T*ni 

[77. ■Rc1-12011/37/199S-37Tf 37K (^-II)] 
TTI. 37^ 

New Delhi, the 12th August, 2005 

S.O. 3174.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 20/97) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court No. 1, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
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f Bank of Baroda and their workmen, 
ed by the Central Government on 

[No. L-12011/37/1995-IR{B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

SANT SINGH BAL, PRESIDING 
UAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

lLtCUm-labour court, 

NEW DELHI 
I.D. No. 20/1997 
matter of dispute between: 

ngh S/o Avtar Singh 
Kumar S/o Gabri Lal 
LimarS/oDalaChand 
ngh S/o Shiv Charan Singh 


... Woricman 


Verstts 

eral Manager, 


000 i .,. Management 

Nonet or v-os-ttrsen. 

Shri T. C • Gupta the management 

AWARD 

jovt. in the Ministry of Labour vide its 
7/95-I.R. (B-11) dated 7-1 -97 has referred 
ustrial dispute .o this Tribunal for 

action of the management of Bank of 
minating the services of Shri Kesar 
:ar Singh, Jitender Kumar S/o Gabrilal, 

■ S/o Dala Chand and Soran Singh S/o 
ingh w.e.f. 1-8-93,4-7-93,15-8-94 and 
tively is just and fair ? If not, to what 
:emed workmen are entitled to ?” 

2 of notice the workmen filed claim 
reinstatement with full back wages. 

Sement filed written statement denying 
kman stating that the workmen are not 
claimed. 

men filed rejoinder in which they 
1 statement and denied the facts of the 

the record shows that in the instant 
ire not appearing since last so many 
/irmani A/R for the workmen appeared 
ace then numerous opportun ities were 
n affidavit but none appeared and the 


case was ultimately fixed for evidence of the workmen by 
way of affidavit vide order dated 21-8-2000 but it appears 
that none appeared on behalf of the workmen nor filed 
affidavit in evidence on behalf of the workmen despite 
several opportunities till today. Workmen were also sent 
notice for filing evidence vide order dated 24-6-04 but 
none appeared on behalf of the workmen despite such 
notices. It appears that the workmen are not interested in 
prosecution of their case. Hence it would be appropriate 
to pass No Dispute Award in this case. Hence No Dispute 
Award is passed in this case. File be consigned to record 
room. 

Date: 02-08-2005 

SANT SINGH BAL, Presiding Officer 
12 3TTO, 2005 

W. 3ir. 3175 —SHltiibich 1947 (1947 

^ 14) ^ mn 17 % ^-<19 fRehK 

43/2000) 3^ 

t, # TRcRk 12-08-2005 3?! TJM fST ?1T I 
[U '0:^-12012./296/1999-311^ 31R (^-11)] 

New Delhi, the 12th August, 2005 

S.O. 3175.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award Ref 43/2000 of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Laboui 
Court, Lucknow as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
dispute between the management of Allahabad Bank and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 12-08-2005. 

[No. L- 12012/296/1999-lR (B-11)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

annexure 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBU NAl^CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
LUCKNOW 

PRESENT 

Shrikant Shukla, Presiding Officer 
I.O. No. 43/2000 

Ref No. L-12012/296/99/lR (B-II) dated: 25-5-2000 

BETWEEN 

Sh. Liyakat Ali, S/o Sh. Kudraatuila 
832/551, C. Reijapur, Allahabad 
AND 

The Dy. General Manager, 

Allahabad Bank 

Takshal Talkies, Nadesar, Allahabad (U.P.) 
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AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide 
their Order No. L-12012/296/99-IR (B-II) dated 25-5-2000 
has referred following dispute for adjudication to the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Lucknow for adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the management of Allahabad 

Bank, Allahabad in terminating the services of 

Shri Liyakat Ali, w.e.f 15-11-1998 is justified ? If not, 

what relief the workman is entitled for ?” 

The worker’s allegation is that he was appointed by 
Branch Manager of Allahabad Bank, Main Branch (Near 
High Court) 22, P.D. Tandon, Allahabad as driver by oral 
order in October, 1993 and he was not given any 
appointment letter. He was driving the vehicle No. UMH 
4914 at the salary of Rs. 2600 per month and he contiuned 
working as such but when the worker demanded the parity 
in the salary with the regular employer he was dismissed 
on 15-11-98 by oral order. He continued running to the 
employers but they simply gave assurance but did not 
take him back on the work. Ultimately the worker on 
12-4-99 send the demand letter to the employers who did 
not reply the letter. The worker filed the dispute before 
ALC (C), Allahabad and on 25-5-2000 the Government of 
India referred the issue for adjudication. It is further alleged 
that the worker continuously worked w.e.f 1993 till his 
termination. Thus, he worked for 240 days every year. The 
worker has also alleged that employer did not observe the 
provisions of Section 25 F of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
nor paid any retrenchment compensation, nor gave any 
chargesheet nor any departmental enquiry was conducted. 
The worker therefore prayed that the termination order 
dated 15-11-98 be set aside and the worker be order to 
have been continued in service. He has further prayed 
that employer should be asked to pay the consequential 
benefits. 

The worker has filed the rejoinder and has stated 
that he was paid salary on vouchers and log book of the 
vehicle which was driven by the worker is in custody of 
the opposite party. 

The Chief Manager of the Allahabad Bank, Varanasi 
has filed the written statement, disputing the claim of the 
worker. The bank’s case is that Sh. Liyakat Ali was never 
employed by the opposite party bank and therefore no 
appointment letter of any sort was ever issued to him. It is 
also alleged that opposite party bank had never paid any 
salary to the worker. Since the worker was never in the 
service of the bank therefore there was no question to 
termination of his services. So far as allegation of demand 
letter is concerned the same has been admitted by the 
bank. It is further stated by the bank that it is one of the 
Public Sector organisations of Govt, of India, in which 
post of Class-IV employees, like a car driver are filled 


according to mandatory provisions of Employment 
Exchange (compulsory Notification of vacancies) Act, 1959 
and guidelines issued by Govt, of India fi’om time to time. 
According to these provision, names of suitable 
candidates are called for from Employment Exchange, who 
in turn sponsor such names. Recruitment is made from 
amongst such candidates. Thereafter appointment letters 
are given subject to furnishings of medical fitness 
certificate. Thus, oral employment is not contemplated in 
opposite party bank. Hence, the allegation of the worker 
that he was orally employed by the bank, is far from truth. 
The worker has not alleged as to who used to pay salary 
to him. There is nothing on record of the bank to show 
that concerned worker was ever paid salary by the bank. 
The alleged date of termination is fictitious. Vehicle No. 
UMH-4914, belonging to the opposite party bank was 
given to Chief Manager for the personal use, for which 
according to rules he was authorised to engaged driver in 
his individual capacity and for which he was entitled for 
reimbursement of salary to such driver. As a matter of fact, 
this vehicle was rendered beyond running condition on 
23-2-1998 when Sh. B. Chatteijee, Chief Manager, took 
over charge in which it remained in same condition. From 
this, it is obvious that the concerned worker would not 
have been driving this vehicle in those months. Afterwards, 
he was not on duty in those days, as such there could not 
be any occasion for oral termination of his services on 
15-11-1998. As vehicle No. UMH-4914 was in the personal 
use of Chief Manager, it is probable that in terms of bank 
policy, he would have engaged concerned worker as 
personal driver. If it is so, the concerned worker would be 
personal servant of Chief Manager, and not of the bank. 
In such a case, there could be no privity of contract 
between the opposite party bank and the concerned 
worker. Further, opposite party bank would have no control 
and direction over the worker. The dispute between the 
personal servant of the officer of the bank and the opposite 
party bank according to law is not an industrial dispute, 
this reference is band in law. 

The worker did not file any document along with his 
statement of claim. On the other hand the opposite party 
bank has filed the Xerox copy of payment vouchers from 
30-1-93 to 2-11-98, total 38 vouchers. 

The opposite party has also filed photo state copy 
of letter No. CLA/Admn./59 dated 27-1-2000 addressed to 
the Dy. General Manager of the bank by the Chief Manager 
of the bank. 

The opposite party has filed some vouchers totalling 
39 from 27-3-1993 to 20-9-1996. The bank has also filed 
following documents: 

1. Xeroj: copy of Bank’s Circular StaffNo. 23/23/1264 

dtd. 30-12-1980 [Allahabad Bank (Officers) Service " 

Regulations, 1979]. 
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)fHeadOffice lOMNo. Admn/6/F-27/ 
-9-1995, addressed to the General 
P.), all Zonal Head/Executives of Head 
e Chief Manager (PA), Head Officer, 
rsonal Driver. 

1 of Royal Motor Garage Dt. 20-9-96, 
^icleNo. UMH-4914. 

has filed photostat copy of 3 bills of 
tge. One of the bills does not contain 
s are dated 30-12-96 and 31-12-96, The 
affidavit in support of his case and 
as filed two affidavits of Sh. B.D. 
lanager and Sh. Panch Dev Upadhyaya, 
iration). The worker has been cross- 
5presentative of the opposite party and 
e and Sh, Panch Dev Upadhyaya have 
ed by the representative of the worker. 

of argument the representative of the 
1 the written argument, a copy of which 
e representative of the worker. Worker 
n argument in reply to management’s 

er’s representative and perused the 

1 . 

has to be decided whether the worker 
the opposite party to run its vehicle as 
ker in his statement of claim. 

ippointment letter to prove that worker 
is also not proved that the worker was 
ing regular procedure of recruitment. 

has admitted in the cross-examination 
;n any appointment letter or termination 

las not mentioned the actual date of his 
bank. 

has admitted that vehicle No. UMH- 
;he bank, which was used by the Chief 
ker has denied that he was paid by the 
stead he has stated that he has paid by 

las also stated in his cross-examination 
s not sponsored by the employment 
ply said that he was kept by the Chief 
jada Rao. The worker was suggested 
if Chief Manager, but the worker denied 
on and stated that he was driver of the 




Ihatterjee, the Chief Manager of the 
LS stated in his affidavit that “According 
abad Bank, a Chief Manager is provided 


with a car for personal use with the option either to drive 
the car himself or to engage personal driver for which he 
was to be reimbursed by the bank.” No question had been 
asked by the representative of the worker on the above- 
statement. 

Sh. Panch Dev Upadhyaya, Sr. Manager (Operation) 
of the Allahabad Bank in para 2 to 7 of his affidavit has 
stated as under: 

“2. That Shri P. V. V. Prasada R?o had remained 
posted as Chief Manager at Allahabad Bank, Main 
Branch, Civil l .ines, Allahabad from January, 1993 to 
June, 1994. 

3. That Shri P. V, V. Prasada Rao was provided with 
car No. UMH-4914 for his personal use in tenns of 
circular issued by Head Office of the opposite parly 
bank. 

4. That Shri Rao had eng'iged the concerned 
workman as personal driver and he used to pay salary 
to the concerned workman in his individual capacity 
for which he was reimbursed by the Bank in terms of 
the circular aforesaid. 

5. That after the transfer of Shri P. V. V. Parsada Rao, 
Shri R. S. Srivastava was posted as Chief Manager 
at Main Branch, Civil Lines, Allahabad from July, 
1994 to January, 1998. 

6. That the concerned workman contacted Shri R. 
S. Srivastava and had agreed to work on the same 
terms and conditions under which he had worked 
with Shri Rao. 

7. That there was no relationship of master and 
servant between the opposite party bank and the 
concerned workman. The opposite party bank had 
no authority either to discharge or disengage the 
concerned workman nor had any authority to punish 
him. Thus, the opposite party bank had no control 
or direction over the concerned workman.” 

Sh. P. D. Upadhyaya has been cross-examined by 
the representative of the worker. His cross-examination is 
as under: 

“i. ^i 

frrsft ^ cTSTT ^ ^ stk. titt. 

% frrsft ^ I 

3. ^ ^ ^ I ^ ^ 

^ ^ "ciim I 
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4. *1^ Mdfl % 15 ^ 

% ^ I ’it "9^ 

Pi^ldll” 

From the documentary evidence and the oral 
evidence it is proved that the Chief Manager is provided 
with a car for personal use with the option either to drive 
the car himself or to engage personal driver for which he 
was to be reimbursed by the bank. 

Xerox copy of the payment vouchers of the bank 
dtd. 30-1-93,27-2-93,30-8-93,30-11-93 are the vouchers 
for payment of Rs. 1250 in the name of Sh. Parsada Rao 
being driver’s salary. This goes to show that Sh, Parsada 
Rao received payment against above vouchers as 
reimbursement for driver’s expenses. 

Vouchers dated 27-3-93,29-4-93,29-5-93,2-7-93, 
31-8-93,21-9-93,28-1-94,28-2-94,23-3-94,304-94,28-5-94 
are also in the name of Parsada Rao towards driver’s 
expenses. Vouchers dated 31-1-95, 28-2-95, 30-5-95, 

31-7-95,31-10^5,31-1-%, 7-3-%, 19-3-%, 30-3-%, 274-%, 
2-5-%, 18-5-96,14-6-%, 1-7-96,31-7-%, 31-8-%, 1-10-%, 
2-12-%, 1-3-97,2-4-97,3-5-97,3-6-97,3-7-97,2-8-97,2-9-97, 

1- 10-97, l-lb-97, 1-11-97 are in the name of Sh R. S. 
Srivastava. Similarly vouchers dhl. 30-7-94,31-8-94,27-9- 
94,29-3-94, 30-11-94,30-12-94,3-3-95,1-5-95,29-6-95, 
30-8-95,23-9-95,31-10-%, 20-1-97,1-2-97,19-4-97,2-12-97, 

2- 1-98, 31-1-98 are in the names of Sh, R. S. Srivastava 
towards the p^ment of driver charges. 

Vouchers dated 29-2-98, 1-6-98, 2-7-98, 1-8-98, 
2-9-98,5-10-98,2-11-98, 1-5-98 are in name of Sh. B.D. 
Chatteijee, Chief Manager. None of the vouchers are in 
the name of worker Liyakat All. 

The management rq)resentative has argued that the 
management has proved that Sh. Liyakat Ali was engaged 
by Sri Parsada Rao as his personal driver for his exclusive 
use of bank’s vehicle. Further, Chief Manager was 
reimbursed for the wages which he used to pay to his^ 
driver. Shri B. D. Chatteijee, the then Chief Manager, has 
corroborated him about providing vehicle for his exclusive 
use and manner of engagement of personal driver from 
the said vehicle. There are vouchers, which go to show 
that money was paid to Chief Manager in lieu of wages he 
used to p^ to his driver. These vouchers also bear the 
signatures of the Chief Manager. 

The representative of the opposite party has argued 
that there are no vouchers to show that concerned 
workman was paid wages through vouchers directly by 
thd opposite bank. There is ejdiibit M40 Circular No. 23/ 
1264, dated 30-12-1980, which would go to show that Chief 
Managers were entitled for car for their exclusive use and 
the expenses for the same will be reimbursed to them by 
the Bank. It is submitted that the evidence of opposite 
party bank is entitled for greater weight than that of 


concerned workman. Had the opposite party bank been in 
need of Driver, they would have adopted the procedure as 
pointed out earlier. The admission of the concerned 
workman that he was engaged by Prasada Rao lends 
credence to the version of opposite party bank that the 
concerned workman would have been engaged by the 
Chief Manager as his personal driver, as was permissible 
under the above quoted circular. Further had he been 
appointed by the opposite party bank, he would have 
been paid wages directly and his attendance would have 
been registered. Further, there is no evidence to show that 
opposite party bank had any control over him The p^)ers, 
which were got filed by the concerned workman would 
not lend any support to his case as by merely getting the 
vehicle repaired would not confer tlto status of employee 
of the opposite party bank. 

The woiker’s rqiresentative has argued that the 
worker used to drive the vehicle of the bank during the 
tenures of Sh. Parsada Rao, B. D. Chatteijee, Ranch Dev 
Upadhyaya and R. S. Srivastava and this gets support 
from the vouchers filed by the bank. It is argued in written 
argument that worker used to sign the vouchers. Since 
vehicle belong to the bank and worker drived the vehicle 
therefore it will be deemed that he had been in service of 
the bank. The representative of the woricer has stated that 
action of the bank is arbitrary and illegal. 

Further, from the evidence on record it is proved 
that the Chief Manager of the bank was allowed to engage 
the personal drivers the expense of which was to be 
reimbursed by the bank. There is no privity of the contract 
between worker and the bank. The bamk has not paid salary 
to the worker. The worker drove the vehicle of the bank 
which was given to Chief Managers for their personal use 
and if Chief Manager employs any driver for whom he 
obtain reimbursement then there is absolutely no 
relationship of employer and employee in between the 
bank and the worker. In the circumstances I come to the 
conclusion that the worker was not in the employment of 
bank rather he was in eirqiloyment of the Chief Manager 
for executing his personal needs. 

The representative of the. management has also 
argued that the worker in his cross-examination has 
admitted that his name was not forwarded by the 
employment exchange and that he was appointed by 
Sh. Parsada Rao, the then Chief Manager, There are 
guidelines issued by Govt, of India regarding recruitment 
of Class-IV employees. According to these guidelines, 
appointment should not be made without inviting names 
from entoloyment exchan^. On the fece of these guidelines, 
it is not imaginable that the applicant would have been 
appointed by the opposite party bank at all. Hence, his 
case of having been appointed by the opposite party bank 
is not proved. 

It is true that in the circumstances of the evidence 
of case that if a Chief Manager has to employ a driver for 
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personal use he 
is applicable forjn 
go to show ver)! 
ofthe CheifM 
of the bank. 


shall not go for adopting procedure which 
ecruitment ifl the bank. The circumstances 
clearly that he worked as personal driver 
pagers and he was not at all in the service 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT-n, NEW DELHI 


In the ideBi 
S) 353 Punjab ijl; 
held that car 
which allowande 
the bank even tn 
expenses. The 
rest in the Bank! 


tical case 1978 Supreme Court Cases (L & 
ational Bank Vs. Ghulam Dastagir it was 
er engaged by Area Manager of Bank for 
was given to him was not ‘workman’ of 
ough the car was maintained at the bank ’ s 
dontrol and direction ofthe driver did not 


Sh 


In the ci 
conclusion that 
of the Allahabali 
personal use. 
Chief Manageri 
the Bank. The w| 
case against the 
covered in defiii 
2(S) of the 
relationship of 
Bank and Sh. 
employee of 
such. Therefore! 
by the bank. Is 
Ali is not entitl 


11 cumstances of the case 1 come to the 
’ vorker was engaged by the Chief Manager 
‘H Bank for driving bank’s vehicle for his 
lary of the driver was disbursed to the 
and no salary was paid to the worker by 
>rker has concocted the false and frivolous 
bank management. Sh. Liyakat Ali is not 
ition of workman as defined in Section 
strial Disputes Act, 1947. There is no 
master and servant between Allahabad 
L iyakat Ali. Sh. Liyakat Ali was not the 
bank and was never been engaged as 
there is no question of any termination 
e is answered accordingly. Sh. Liyakat 
to any relief whatsoever. 


Indii 


the 




eB 


Lucknow 

9-8-2005 


31^ 


^.3TT. 

^14) ^«rRri 

48/2002) ^ 
12-08-2005 ^ 


New 

S.O. 3176. 
Industrial Dispui e: 
Government herep 
the Central Gov 
Court, New Delh 
Industrial disput: 
Bank of Commen ( 
by the Central G 


SHRIKANT SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 


Rrei), 12 Wm, 2005 
' 6 —1947. (-1947 

T-2, M 

^ t, ^ ^ 




■5 P<T f 8 TTI 

[ U 1i:er-12012/59/2002-3TTf 3TR ) ] 




pelhi, the 12th August, 2005 

.—In pursuance of Section 17 of thi 
■s Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Centra 
y publishes the Award (Ref 48/2002) o 
ment Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labou 
No. II as shown in the Annexure, in th< 
between the management of Orienta 
e and their workmen, which was receivet 
emmenton 12-08-2005. 

[No. L-12012/59/2002-IR (B-11); 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy 


0^( 


R. N. Rai, Presiding Officer 

l.D. No. 48/2002 

In the matter of: 

Shri Ashok Kumar, 

S/o. Shri Om Prakash, 

R/o. Block-C-65, Welcome Colony, 
Seelampur-111, 

Delhi-110053. 


VERSUS 

1. The General Manager (P), 
Oriental Bank of Commerce, 
B-Block, Connaught Place, 
New Delhi-110001 

2. The Sr. Manager, 

Oriental Bank of Commerce. 
Thamar Building, 

Nay a Bazar, 

Delhi-] 10006. 


AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-12012/59/ 
2002-rR (B-11) Central Government dt. 07-07-2002 has 
referred the following point for adjudication :—- 

The point runs as hereunder :— 

“Whether the action of the General Manager. 

Oriental Bank of Commerce, E-Block, Connaught 

Place, New Delhi-110 001 in stopping from duty 

(refusing employment) to Shri Ashok Kumar. 

Sweeper is valid, reasonable and justified ? if not, 

what relief the workman is entitled to ?” 

The workman applicant has filed statement of claim. 
In the statement of claim it has been stated that on 
01-05-1994, the workman was appointed as Safai 
Karamchari on compensatory grounds after the demise of 
his grand father, an employee of the management. 
However, the workman was initially appointed on Dail) 
Wages of Rs. 40 per day which gradually were enhanced 
to Rs. 50 per day. The duty hours of the workman with the 
management no. 2 were from 9.00 A.M. to 5.00 P.M. as 
voucher annexed P-4 to P-18. 

That the workman performed his duties honestly, 
diligently and to the entire satisfaction ofthe management 
as during the course of his employment there has not 
been any kind of complaint from anybody of the 
management, for about six years. The workman applicant 
raised his claim for regular job instead of daily wages with 
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the management, but the workman was being put off by 
the man^ement on one pretext or the otfier. 

Tliat since 01-05-1994 to 08-03-2000 tfie workman 
performed his duty regularly, but die man^ement in die 
morning of09-03-2000 did not allow the woikmanto resume 
his duty widioirt any rhyme or reason. The management 
instead of acceding to the lawful demand of die woikman 
for issuing regular job on monthly basis, illegally and 
unjustifiably terminated the services of die workman. Thus 
the workman isimemployed smce 09-03-2000. 

That on 01-05-2000 the workman gave a demand 
notice to the management, but the management failed to 
give any reply or regular job to die workman. The worlonan 
further sent demand notice dated 15-05-2000 under Regd. 
A.D. and UPC which were duly served upon the 
management as Annexure P-2 & P-3. The management 
chose to remain mum and faded to reply the said demand 
notice also. 

That the workman filed a claim petition before the 
ALC for conciliation proceedings, which were returned 
for want of jurisdiction. That the Learned Under Secretary, 
Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide letter No. 
nil dated 07-07-2002 has been pleased to refer the reference 
to this Hon’ble Tribunal as Armexure—P-I and copy to 
the workman to file his claim before this Hon’ble Tribunal, 
hence this claim. 

That despite best efforts the claimant has not been 
able to secure any alternative job and is unemployed till 
date. That the action of die management is illegal, 
unjustified and die claimant is entitled to be reinstated 
with continuity of service with full back wages on regular 
post of Safai Karamchm. 

It is, therefore, requested that the management by 
an Award be directed to reinstate the workman/claimant 
as Safai Karamchari in regular post with continuity of 
service and full back wages wi& all other benefits for 
which the claimant is found to be entitled under the law. 

The management has filed written statement In fhe 
written statement it has been stated that there never existed 
any employer-employee relationship between the 
management and die workman and hence the present 
reference is not maintainable in die absence of employer- 
employee relationship between the parties. The 
management submits diat die claimant was only engaged 
for doing the sweeping work for an hour or so on a 
particular day and ^ere was no question of his being 
appointed in the service of the management. The 
management submits diat it has its own irecraitmmt policy 
and guidelines and the recruitment for the management- 
bank is done as per the Government guidelines throu^ 
the Employment Exchange. The claimant was never 


appointed with the management and hence the whole 
reference is liable to be rejected on the short ground alone. 

It is submkted that the claimant was not an employee 
of the management. The claimant was only engaged on 
daily w^es for an hour or so and he was paid for the work 
which he performed. It is wrong and vehemently denied 
that die claimant was appointed with the management as 
alleged. The vouchers annexed to the claimant as P-4 to 
P-18 would itself show that the claimant was not engaged 
by the management The vouchers even do not relartc to 
hisname. 

It is submitted that the claimant has himself adm itted 
that he is applying for a job with die management and 
hence there could be no employer and employee 
relationship between the parties. It is submitted that die 
^pointment in the management-bank is done as per die 
recruitment policy/govemment guidelines and through the 
Employment Exchange and therefore, there was no 
occasion for appomtment of the claimant as an employee 
with the management. 

It is wrong and vehemently denied that die claimant 
had worked with die management from 01-05-1994 to 
08-03-2000 as alleged. In fact, the engagement of die 
woikman was only casual in nature on intermittent days 
for which payment has been made to him. Hence the 
averments made in this para are wrong and denied. The 
claimant was never appointed as temporary or permanent 
employee widi the management and hence the question of 
teitumaticn cf Scrvice dces not arise. 

It is specifically submitted diat no notice bas been 
received from the claimant Even assuming that such notice 
has been received, the same would not give any vested 
right to the claimant. The claimant has himself admitted 
that he had applied for regular job with the managemwit 
and hence his contention that he has worked regularly 
and performed duty on regular basis from 1994 to 2000 is 

It transpires from the perusal of die order sheet that 
the workman iqiplic^t has not been turning up fw a long 
time. Notice was sent to him. He speared but he has not 
filed rejomder. He has not even affidavit in siqiport of 

his claim statement He has not proved his claim stat^ent 

. The ref^ence is replied thus 

The action of the General Manage, Orioital Bank of 
Cmnmoce, E-Blodc, Omnaught Place, New Delhi-110 001 
m stopping from duty (refusing employment) to Shri 
Ashok Kumar, Sweeper is valid, reascmable and justified. 
The woikmmi s^licant is not entitled to get any relief as 
prayed for. 

The award is given accordingly. 

Date: 09-08-2005. R. N. RAl, Presiding Officer 
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12 200S 

77—1947 (1947 
7 % 3T5?RtJt^, tjrer. «TR. A Jl, 

^ Pi4)'aicf>l* sftr <}i^ eh4«hl<l 
fT %Fj(k aMfw 
^ (IFM 135/2004 -SR# 

12-8-2005 ^SnRTiaTr«n I 

U ip-420l2/233/2003~3TT^ 3TR (■#-11)] 
#. ^)WT, -1:^ 

^t)elhi,the 12th August, 2005 

7.—In pursuance of Section 17 of thi 2 
iites Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
reby publishes the Award (Ref. No, 135/ 
Ltral Government Industrial Tribunai-cum- 
0 . n. New Delhi as shown in tlteannexure 
1 Dispute between management of Lala 
itute of Tuberculosis and Allied Diseases, 
men, which was received by the Central 
12-8-2005. 

[No. L42012/233/2003-IR(C-II)] 
HP. KESAVAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXORE 

E PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
ENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
^UR COURT-n, NEW DELHI 

L D. No. 135/2004 

ri R. N. Rai, Presiding Officer 


ralSecr^arv, 

Caramchari Panchayat (Regd.), 

L Sarup Institute of Tuberculosis & 
Allied Diseases, Sir AurbindoMarg, 
i-110030, 

Versus 


) (Lala Ram Samp Institute of 
Dsis and Allied Diseases), 
ndoMarg, 
i-110030. 

AWyU) 




LStry of Labour by its letter No. L-42012/ 
4-1]^, Genual Government dt 29-07-2004 has 
owing point for adjudication. 


The point mns as hereunder: 

“Whether the action of the management of Lala Ram 
Samp Institute of Tuberculosis and Allied Diseases, 
Sir Aurbindo Marg, New Delhi in terminating the 
services of S/Shri Rakesh, Mukedi, Ravmder, Hotam 
Chand, Nikhilesh and Joginder, aU Ex-Ward Boys 
(daily wager), w.e.f 16-01-1999 is legal and justi¬ 
fied ? If not, to what relief are the workmen entitled 
and from which date.” 

It transpires from pemsal of the order sheet that 
notice to the workman was sent to file claim statement but 
the workman applicant has not turned up. The 
managementwas also not present. The workman applicant 
has not filed claim statement despite service of the notice. 

No dispute award is given. 

Date: 10-08-2005 

\ 

R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
12 3?^, 2005 

^.311.3178—1947 (1947 

^ 14) # 17 % 3T3RTJr #. % % 

7#^ ■M|'3|'c(,T sffr % ■#=g, 3Tg5?«T fr’ 

3|l«ilR|ch fr’ 3?lrilpFf) 3Tfi?cR1VT 

97/2004 

12-8-2005 #-JIMf3TT mi 

[7T. TT^-42012/56/2003-3Tlt 3117 (tTt-II) ] 

^ ^ ^. , ,r>, 

'll. 

New Delhi, the 12th August, 2005 

S.O. 3178.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 97/ 
2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No. H, New Delhi as shown in the annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between management of Central 
Public works Department, and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 12-8-2005. 

[No. L42012/56/2003-lR(C-lI)J 
N. P. KESAVAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNALrCUM- 
LABOUR COURT-n, NEWDELHI 

L D, No. 97/2004 
Shri R N. Rai, Presiding Officer 
In the matter of: 

The Deputy General Secretary, 

All India CPWD Employees Union, 

Lodi Colony, Enquiry Office, CPWD, 

• New Delhi-110003. 
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Versus 

The Director General of Works, 

CPWD, Nirman Bhawan, 

New Delhi-110011. 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-42012/56/ 
2003-IR(CM-II), Central Government dt. 27-05-2004 has 
referred the following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder : 

“Whether the workman Shri Ashwini Kumar is 
entitled for reinstatement/absorption and 
regularization consequent upon abolition of contract 
labour system ? If yes, to what relief the workman 
concerned is entitled to and from which date ?” 

It transpires from perusal of the order sheet that 
notice to the workman was sent to file claim statement but 
the workman applicant has not turned up. The 
management was also not present. The workman applicant 
has not filed claim statement despite service of the notice. 

No dispute award is given. 

Date: 10-08-2005 

R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
12 3TTR?T, 2005 

31T. 3179—1947 (1947 
^ 14) ■qJt tnrr 17 % ^ 

-if 

(83/2002 !4«Krfi?RT f, ^ 

12-8-2005 ^ «n I 

[R. T^^-42012/l01/2002-3Rf 31K (Rt-II)] 

•Q7T. it. 

New Delhi, the 12th August, 2005 

S.O. 3179.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 83/ 
2002) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No. II, New Delhi as shown in the /^nnexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the management of Tea 
Board, Ministry of Finance, and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 12-8-2005. 

{\^o. L42012/10 l/2002-IR(C-II)] 
N. P. KESAVAN, Dej;k Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFTICER, CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL<TJM- 
LADOUR COURT-n, NEW DELHI 

I. D. No. 83/2002 

Shri R. N. Rai, Presiding Officer 


In the matter of: 

Sh. Chet Ram S/o Shri Sohal Lai, 

R/o 17/412, Kalyan Puri, 

Delhi-110091 

Versus 

The Secretary, 

Tea Board, Ministry of Finance, 

Kailash Building, 

12th Floor, 

Connaught Place, 

New Delhi-110001. 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-42012/ 

10 l/2002-IR(CM-II), Central Govenunmt dt 31-10-2002 has 
referred the following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder : 

“Whether the action of the management of Tea Board, 
Ministry of Finance, New Delhi in terminating the 
services of Shri Chet Ram, Daily Wager w.e.f. 
17-05-1997 is legal and justified ? If not, to what 
relief he is entitled to and from which date ?” 

It transpires from perusal of the order sheet that 
notice to the workman was sent but the workman applicant 
has not turned up. The mans^ement has been present all 
along. The woikman aj^licanthas not filed claim statement 
despite service of the notice. 

No dispute award is given. 

Date: 10-08-2005 

R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
^ 12 3RTRT, 2005 

3180—1947 (1947 
^ 14 ) ^ 17 % % 

aMfw 

134/2004) ^ y+irvid 

^ 12-8-2005 ^ W ^3TT «n 1 

. [U '^^-42012/177/2003^311^ 31R (#-II) ] 

T^. 

New Delhi, the 12th August, 2005 

S.O. 3180.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 134/ 
2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No. II, New Delhi as shown in the annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between th^‘ Management of 


2498 GI/2005—30 
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Central Public \ 
received by the C 


BEFORE 


aiii 


In the matter of: 

The Presid 
All India d 
Plot No. I, 


^orks Department, their workmen, 
mtral Government on 12-8-2005. 

[No. L-42012/177/2003-IR(C-Il)] 
N. P. KESAVAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
IT INDDSIRIAL TRIBUNALCUM- 
fR COURT-n, NEW DELHI 

I. D. No. 134/2002 

R.. N. Rai, Presiding Officer 


'WD Kanimchari Union, 
Jdaseen Mandir, Aram Bagh, 


l4ewDelhi-H0055. 


Verstts 







DM 


fiiHi 


ve Engineer (Civil), 

Suchita KriplmU jkospital & 
ig Medical College-Division, 

10001. 

AWARD 

y of Labour by its letter No. L-42012/ 
II)], Central Government dt 30-07-2004 
llowing point for adjudication. 

tns as hereimder: 

e action of the management of CPWD 
ractor is sham ? If so, the demand of the 
ramchari Union for absorption/ 
in of the services of S/Shri Dhani Ram, 
larose, Sunil S/o Rajinder, Vijay S/o 
nal Singh S/o Shri Laiji, Vicky S/o Prem, 
ish S/o Laiji and Ram Kumar S/o Ram 
! establishment of Central Public Works 
Smt. SuchitaKriplani Hospital and Lady 
lical College Division, New Delhi is legal 
and to what relief these workmen are 

from perusal of the order sheet that 
nan was sent to file claim statement but 
Jplicant has not turned up. The 
)een present all along. The workman 
iled claim statement despite service of 

ward is given. 


R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 


Tf 12 3TW, 2005 

W.31T.3181—f^clK SrffifWi, 1947 (1947 
^14)^^17%3T3m^^;Ti. 3TR. 

3^^ if 

138/2004 t, ^ 

^ 12-8-2005 ^ fan «TT 1 

[U ^-42012/288/2003-3nf.SIR (#-11) ] 

New Delhi, the 12th August, 2005 

S.O. 3181.—in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. 138/2004) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court No. 2, New Delhi as shown in the annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the Management of All India Radio and their workmen, 
received by the Central Government on 12-8-2005. 

[No. L-42012/288/2003-IR(C-Il)] 
N. P. KESAVAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT-II, NEW DELHI 

I. D. No. 138/2004 

Shri R. N. Rai, Presiding Officer 
In the matter of: 

shri Shyam Lai & Others, 

- C/o The President, 

All India Radio C. C. W. Employees Union (Regd.), 

Plot No. 1, Aram Bagh nearUdasin Mandir, 

Paharganj, 

New Delhi-110055. 

Versus 

1. The Director General, 

All India Radio (Prasar Bharti), 

Akashvani Bhawan, 

Parliament Street, 

New Delhi-11001. 

2 M/s. Gaur Contractors, 

Through its Proprietor, 

B-2/208, 

Jagatpuri, 

Pandari Road, 

Delhi. 
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AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its le^r No. L-42pl 2/ 
288/2003 [IR(CM-II)], Central Government (It 17-08-2004 
has referred die following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder ; 

“Whedier die contract awarded by die management 
of All India Radio, Civil Construction Wing, New 
Delhi to M/s. Gaur Contractors, Pandajri Road, Delhi 
is sham or not ? If so, whether the demand of the 
Union for regularization/absdrption o f the services 
of S/Shri Shyam Lai, Ram Ashrey, Ashok Kumar, 
Ravi and Dharmender represented by All India Radio 
Civil Construction Wing Employees Union, New 
Delhi in the establishment of All India Radio, Civil 
Construction Wing is justified ? If so, to what relief 
the concerned workmen are entitled 

Notice has been sent to the workmtsn applicants 
twice but they have not turned up. They have not filed 
any statement of claim. 

The reference is replied thus : 

The contract awarded by the management of All 
India Radio, Civil Construction Wing, New Delhi to 
M/s. Gaur Contractors, Pandari Road, Delhi is not 
sham. The demand of the Union for regularization/ 
absorption of the services of S/Shri Shyam Lai, Ram 
Ashrey, Ashok Kumar, Ravi and Dharmender 
represented by All India Radio Civil Construction 
Wing Employees Union, New Delhi in the 
establishment of All India Radio, Civil Construction 
Wing is not justified. 

No dispute award is given. 

Date: 08-08-2005 

R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
12 -afTW, 2005 

STT. 3182—3?l>sJinich 1947 (1947 

^14) ^ 17 % 

^ 

^ % w 

59/2000) 12-8-2005 

^ TIM 371 «n I 

[U R?T-42012/244/98-3n^ 3TR 

New Delhi, tlie 12th August, 2005 

S.O. 3182.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Fief. No. 59/ 


2000) of die Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court No. II, New Delhi now as shown in the annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between die employers in relation 
to the management of Archaeological Survey of India and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 12-8-05. 

[No. L-42012/244/98-IR(DU)] 

^ KULDBP RAI VERMA, De^ Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE niOlSlDING CM^CER, CENTT^ 
GOVEHPBVIHNFF B«lUS^!»UrT»ffl©NA^ 

labour COURT-n, NEW DELHI 
L D. No. 59/2000 
Shri R. N. Rai, Presiding Officer 
In the mattn-of: 

Shri Ram Surat, 

C/o Pur^atvaSarvekshao Kamgar Union, 

E-26,0,1 p Qtr., Baba Kharag Singh Marg, 

New Delhi-110001. 

Versus 

Dy. Superintendent, 

Archaeological Survey of India, 

Northern Division No. 2, 

Safdaijung Tomb, 

New Delhi-110003. 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-42012/ 
244/98-IR(DU), Central Government dt. 30-05-2000 has 
referred the following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder; 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Archaeological Survey of India in ter minating the 
services of Shri Ram Surat w.e.f. 10-09-1997 and not 
regularizing his services in the time scale is just, fair 
and legal ? if not, to what relief die wor kman ^ 
entitled ?” 

The lAiion on behalf of the workman Shri Ram Surat, 
S/o Shri Parsu Ram has filed claim statement. In the 
claim statement it hte been stated diat Shri Ram Surat, 
S/o Shn Parsu Ram was engaged on must^ roll perfn rmmg 
the dteties of maintenance of gardes under the above 
managOTient and posted in Saidaijung Tomb w.e.f. 23rd 
April, 1985 and his services were terminated w.e.f. 
1009^1997. 

That die wtu'kman Shri Ram Surat been (ximjdet^ 
240 days of service in each of the year and worked 
continuously as per Section 25(b) of ID Act, 1947. That at 
the time of termination of sm^ke no notice,; notice pay, 
compensation etc. wib given to dw woritman. 
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)f juniors to the workman Ram 
rvice and even their services were 
Shri Dalbir Singh, Shri S. Prasad 
the year 1992 and were given 
ear 1994 w.e.f.01-09-1993 in the 
0 so violated the provisions of ID 



n was retained as daily rated on 
;o deny them the permanent status 
ogether which is also unfair labour 
items 10 of 5th schedule of Section 
That the management is executing, 
of maintenance of building and 
monuments, plantations etc. of 
of India and is covered under the 
/ment of Wages Act and being the 
ove Act. So the workman is also 
al Employment (Standing Orders) 

lent while regularizing and granting 
»rkman, the services of Ram Surat 
itter violation of the provisions of 
under Industrial (Standing Orders) 

! provisions of ID Act, 1947. That 
f orders, the workman was entitled 
completion of 90 days of service 
cman were terminated without even 
;s of natural justice. - 
workman is unemployed and facing 
lir labour practice adopted by the 
nitted that the workman performing 
lOur so he is also entitled to equal 
IS per policy of Government of India, 
of the Government of India, all the 
lave been given their wages in the 
-1993 in a temporary status, but this 
1 even the said facilities. That the 
ment of Archaeological Survey of 
j the services of workman w.e.f. 
egularizing the services in the time 
anskilled workman in the category 
jst, unfair and illegal, 
nt has filed written statement. In the 
management has stated that it is not 
iment of Shri Ram Surat, daily wager 
^e.f. 10-09-1997, in fact he was 
:-03-1997 as per records submitted in 
nmissioner’s office because he was 
work on need basis in the gardens 
t different occasions. Thereafter, his 
[continued and the question of his 
ot arise as he has not worked for 240 
:ar under this establishment, 
n Surat, S/o Shri Parsu Ram was 
ill on seasonal work on need basis in 


the gardens. It is false and baseless that he has been 
vv'orking at Safduijung Tomb continuously since 23rd April, 
1985 and his services were terminated w.e.f. 
10-09-1997. 

That Shri Ram Surat agricultural casual labour has 
not completed 240 days continuous service in any of the 
year and Section 25(b) of ID Act, 1947 is not applicable in 
any way for the agricultural casual labourers of 
Archaeological Survey of India. The engagement of daily 
wages employees are undertaken in Archaeological 
Survey of India for disposal of seasonal garden work on 
need basis which is not covered under the Industrial 
Employment Act because the Horticultural Branch of 
Archaeological Survey of India is not a profit earning 
department. In the judgment of Hon’ble CAT, Cuttack in 
M. A. No. 266/96 arising of O. A. No. 192/96 on 
16-12-1996, it has been mentioned that “Archaeological 
Survey of India and a Government Department relatable 
to the sovereign function of the Government of India 
cannot be termed as an Industry. Besides the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court in its decision under O. A. No. 257 (1997), 
Physical Research Laboratory FA. K. C. Sharma has not 
termed as Industry in respect of all departments of 
Government of India. 

In the matter of Shri Bhagirath Sharma FA. 
Superintendent, Archaeological Survey of India under 
dispute C. G. E. I. T/B-18/97 in its decision, the Hon’ble 
Industrial Tribunal and Labour Court, Jaipur has clearly 
mentioned that the above said Archaeological Survey of 
India department does not come under the definition of 
Industry vide Section 2 of ID Act, 1947. That as already 
stated that daily wages casual labour engaged on seasonal 
work on need basis for particular period, employment 
ceases on completion of Muster Roll. Hence, notice for 
the termination of service is not required. 

It is stated that Shri Dalbir Singh was recruited 
through Employment Exchange in this office against the 
vacant post. No person in the name of S. Prasad was 
regularized in this Division during 1994. The question of 
violation of the provisions of ID Act, 1947 does not arise 
as it is not applicable in the case of Archaeological Survey 
of India as already stated in Para-3. 

It is stated that the daily wages casual labour are 
engaged for seasonal work of garden on need basis only. 
Therefore, question of their permanent status does not 
arise. It also does not come under item 10 of 5th Schedule 
ofSection2(ra)ofthe ID Act, 1947. 

That it is stated that the daily wages casual labour 
was engaged on seasonal work on need basis only and 
not on regular nature of work. Besides, the said casual 
labour has not worked for 240 days in any of the year, so 
the policy of Government of India is not applicable in this 
case. The question of benefits w.e.f. 07-06-1988 does not 
arise in this case. 
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That the termination of services of the daily wages 
casual labour w.e.f. 10-09-1997 is baseless because he was 
engaged on seasonal work on need basis only. Wherever 
there was work, the workman was engaged on Muster Roll 
and thereafter completion of work automatically it is off 
without justified work. 

The workman applicant has filed rejoinder. In his 
rejoinder he has reiterated the averments of his claim 
statement and has asserted that he has worked for more 
than 240 days in every year so he is entitled to be 
regularized. 

Evidence of both the parties has been taken. 

Heard arguments from both the sides and perused 
the papers on the record. 

It was submitted by the workman that ASl is an 
Industry in view of the Bangalore Water Supply. It was 
submitted from the side of the management that ASl is not 
an Industry. In view of the Bangalore Water Supply ASl is 
an Industry as there is systematic activity in the 
department and it has been admitted by the witness of the 
management and the work is done in co-operation 
betweent the employer and the employee and the services 
rendered are calculated to satisfy human wants and 
engaged wishes. The ASl is not a research institute. It 
does not perform any sovereign duty. The workman of 
ASl is engaged in protection and maintenance of ancient 
monuments so the management carries on systematic 
human activities and such activities are calculated to fulfill 
human wants and wished so in view of Bangalore Water 
Supply ASl is an Industry. The law cited by the 
management is not applicable in the facts and 
circumstances of the case. My attention was drawn to 
AIR 1997 SC 36.'i7, the Hon’ble Supreme Court has held 
that Research Laboratory is not an Industry. It was 
submitted that Horticulture Branch of ASl is not profit 
earning department. It is established law that an 
undertaking which is not profit earning is also an industry. 
The only criteria for an industry is that there should be 
systematic activity and that activity should l)e for fulfilment 
of Human wants and wishes. Systematic activity is 
discharged by the ASl. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman 
applicant that he has performed 240 days in every yeiir 
right from 1986 to 1997. It is settled law that the burden to 
prove that the workman has worked for 240 days in the 
preceding year or in any year lies on the workman applicant. 
It is the plea of the workman that he has worked for more 
than 240 days so it is his duty to prove that he has worked 
for more than 240 days. The substantial question is 
whether the workmain has worked for 240 days in the 
preceding year of his retrenchment or in any year during 
his work. The management has filed certified copies oftlie 
period for which the workman Ram Surat has worked. 


According to the documents fried the workman has worked 
for 111 days in 1986,124 days in 1987,56 days in 198S, 134 
days m 1989,102 days in 1990,78 days -n 1991,42 days in 
1992,61.5daysinl993, llSdaysin 1994,132 days in 1995, 

3 days in 1996 and 14.5 days in 1997. The management has 
filed papers regarding the work done by tlie workman from 
1986 to 1997. These papers are verified by Dy. 
Supierintending Horticulture Survey of India, New Delhi. 
These papers have not been denied by the woricman as 
such these papers bearing original signature and seal are 
admissible in evidence. According to the documents 
referred to above the workman has not completed 240 days 
work in any of the year from 1986 to 1997. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
he has also filed papers regarding woric done by him. These 
papers are photocopies. They have no seal and signature 
of the department. There are cuttings at several points 
and it is not certain that tiiese papers are regarding the 
work of Shri Ram Surat. The document filed by the 
workman appHant regarding his working period are only 
photocopies and these photocopies are not admissible in 
evidence in view of the admitted certified copies filed by 
the managemnet. The workman has not filed any other 
document to prove that he has worked for 240 days in any 
of the years right from 1986 to 1997. The documents filed 
by the management have neither been admitted nor denied 
by the workman so these documents shall be deemed to 
be admitted as there is no endorsement on the document 
filed by the management referred to above. 

It was submitted that the workman has stated in 
affidavit that he has worked for more than 240 days. It has 
been laid down in JT 2002 (2 ST) 238 that since it is the 
claim of the respondent that he has worked for 240 days 
which was denied by the management, it was for the 
respondent to lead evidence to show that he has in fact 
worked for 240 days in the year preceding his termination. 
Filing of affidavit cannot be regarded as sufficient 
evidence so the Cpurt or Tribunal cannot come to the 
conclusion merely'6n the basis of affidavit of the workman 
that he has worked for more than 240 days. In JT 2001 
(3 SC) 326, the Hon’ble Supreme Court has reiterated the 
same view so it is settled law that the workman has to 
prove that he has completed 240 days in the preceding 
year of the termination of his services or in any year during 
his period of work. The workman applicant has not filed 
any document admissible in evidence to prove the fact 
that he has worked for 240 days so in view of law cited 
above it is a proven fact that the workman applicant has 
not performed 240 days work in any of the year during his 
employment. Section 25 F of the ID Act, 1947 is attracted 
only when he has performed continuous service for not 
less than one year in any Industry. The workman has not 
performed 240 days work in any year so Section 25 F of 
the ID Act, 1947 is not attracted even though he has not 
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ichment compensation or pay in lieu of 

)mitted from the side of the workman 
ovisions of 25 G and 25 H have not been 
nanagement. Section 25 G provides that if 
to be retrenched the workman who has 
ployment at the last should be retrenched, 
3 vides that reftrenched workman is to be 
ment incase appointment is made. 

nitted from the side of the workman that 
was junior to t^ie workman but his services 
irized. Only the case of Dalbir Singh has 
! workman. The plea of the management 
pervisor and his name was sponsored by 
:change and there was vacancy of one 
as performed 240 days work so he was 
It. In case Shri Dal)ir Singh has performed 
^en though he was junior to the workman 
1 be given appointment as a right for 
IS accrued in favtxir of Shri Dalbir Singh 
fi 25 F of ID Act, 1947 so it cannot be said 
r Singh junior to the workman was 
jas the workman was not regularized. The 
ir Singh is different as he has worked for 
ir. The workman applicant in the instant 
brmed duties for 240 days in any of the 
ioes not fell at par with Shri Dalbir Singh 
mt has been given by the management as 
e workman was vacant. There is no 
irgument of the A/R of the workman that 
kman applicant has been appointed and 
has not followed the direction of the 
lurt that last come should first go. There 
hts accrued to Shri Dalbir Singh and the 
)rinciples of last come first go cannot be 
ts and circumstances of the present case. 

flitted from the side of the management 
he workman was need based whenever 
'work his service was taken and weekly 
vas made. From the documents filed by 
)licant though photoepies, it transpires 
paid for every weeks work. It has been 
3C 3657 that in case appointment is made 
>f work, the termination of such service 
led to be retrenchment and the same is 
ry. The workman applicant has not 
lys work and he has been weekly paid, 
was made on need basis so it cannot be 
is a retrenched employee. It has been 
2C 88 that Daily wages appointment will 
elation to contingent establishment and 
ig as the work exists. It is not the case of 
while he was discharging his duty under 
icancy arose and he was not absorbed 


against that vacancy. It is not the case of the workmen 
that all the workmen working with him have been 
regularized. He has mentioned the case of only 
Shri Dalbir Singh but Shri Dalbir Singh has completed 240 
days work so right of regularization has accrued in his 
favour. No other workman has been appointed so it shall 
be deemed that he was working on need basis and he was 
continued till then and when need was over he was not 
taken on duty. In view of the law cited by the management 
the workman applicant has not completed 240 days work 
so he is not entitled to regularization. 

My attention was drawn to (2003) 6 AD Delhi 256, 
FLR1998 (41)50 and 2005 4th AD (SC) 39. The law cited 
by the workman applicant is not applicable in the facts 
and circumstances of the present case. He has not proved 
that he has worked for 240 days so there is no question of 
notice pay and retrenchment compensation. He has not 
performed uninterrupted continuous service for 240 days 
in any year so Section 25F, G, H & 25B of the ID Act, 1947 
are not applicable. The law cited by the woikman applicant 
is not applicable in the present facts and circumstances of 
the case. 

The reference is replied thus : 

The action of the management of Archaeological 
Survey of India in terminating the services of Shri Ram 
Surat w.e.f. 10-09-1997 and not regularizing his services in 
the same scale is just, fair and legal. The workman applicant 
is not entitled to get any relief as prayed for. 

The award is given accordingly. 

Date: 10-08-2005. 

R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
12 2005 

3ir. 3183. —SilsJlPich [qqic; 1947 (1947 

^ 14) %im 17 % 315^ 

(7i^ 27/2001) ^ 

t, # ^ 12-8-2005 fair ?TT I 

-^-42012/177/99-311^ 31R (^^) ] 

3ifTOft 

New Delhi, the 12th August, 2005 

S.O. 3183.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 27/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Lucknow now as shown in the annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Central Avian Research Institute and 
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their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 12-8-05. 

[No. L^2012/177/'99-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAIVERMA, I)esk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRALGOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAUCUM-LABOUR COURT, LUCKNOW 

PRESENT: 

Shrikant Shukla, Presiding Officer 
I. D. No. 27/2001 

Ref. No. L-42012/177/99/IR(DU), dt 8-2-2001 
Between 

Sushil Kumar Saxeioa, C/o A. K. Saxena, 

668 , Kalicharan Mai^, 

Subhash Nagar, 

Bareilly (U.P.). 

AND 

Director, 

Central Avian Research Institute, 

Izatnagar, 

Bareilly (U. P.). 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
referred the following dispute to Presiding Officer, CGIT- 
cum-Labour Court, Lucknow for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the managemertt of Central 
Avian Research Institute, Bareilly in tenninating die 
services of Sh. Sushil Kumar Saxena, Ex-Technician 
w.e.f. 25-3-91 is just, fair and legal ? If not, to what 
relief the woikman is entitled and from v^hich date T 

Worker’s case in brief is that he was engaged as 
Casual Tech, w.e.f. 14-8-89 to 24-3-91 wkhthe C!ential Avian 
Research Institute, Izatnai’ar, Bareilly withartifrcial breaks. 
But the worker has worked for more than 240 days in a 
year. It is alleged that the opposite party did not provide 
any appointment letter. The allegations of the woikman is 
that he was terminated on 25-3-91 without any reason and 
without any notice or pay in lieu of notice or njtrenchment 
compensation. Worker has also alleged that other casual 
tech, who were jimiors to him have been retained in the 
service. It is also alleged that jimiors P. K. B ajpai, U. K. 
Tripathi, Chandradhar and Ravi Kumar Goel who were 
juniors to the worker Sushil Kumar Saxena have been 
retained and only the worker Sushil Kum;ar has been 
retrenched. It is also alleged that work was available but 
the workman has been deprived of the opportunity to 
work. Thus, the employer has violated the provision of 
the I. D. Act, 1947. Woiker has therefore prayed that he 
should be reinst^ed with back wages and continuity of 
service. 


Opposite party has filed written statement and has 
stated that die opposite party is not a industry within the 
meaning of word as defined under I. D. Act, 1947. Hence, 
the present reference is incompetent and bad in law. It is 
alleged that offsite party is a notified department under 
Rule 14(2) of the Cent^ Achnmistrative Tribunal Act, 1985 
and die woikman is entitled to raise his claim befene the 
Central Administrative Tribunal, Allahabad having the 
jurisdiction regarding all the service matters of the 
organis^ioa and the CGlT-cum-Labour Court has no 
jurisdietkm to entolain the claim of the workman. It is 
alleged duU claim is belated. This is admitted that the 
woikman was initially engaged as Casual Technician on 
daily w^es in the Avian Medici Division of the opposite 
party. As and when the work was available the workman 
was eng^ed on daily wage basis. He preferred to woric 
intermittenly and not a regular employee of the opposite 
party. It is also alleged that workman never worked 240 
days in one calander year. The daily w^^ are not entitled 
to any benefit of Section 25 of I. D. Act, 1947, The terai of 
daily w^er is for a specific period from the beginning of 
the day upto end of the day and thus they are not entitled 
to claim duties on next day as and when work is available 
they are given duty. It is also alleged ^at the workman 
himself abondoned the employment and he himself did 
not come for duty since 25th March, 1991 and since he 
was a casual daily wager, there was no requirement for the 
employer under the law to question him for not reporting 
on duty, nor the concerned workman is required to submit 
any explanation fw not reporting duty. The abandonment 
of woik by the workman is also proved by the fact that he 
did not raise any demand or request for gettmg the duty. 
It is (Mily in the year of 1999, due to ulterior motives he 
raised an industrial disputes alleging that his services were 
terminated. It is also alleged that the workman got better 
employment and therefore, he left the duty under the 
respondent establishment and it is only after 9 years for 
the reasons best known to him, raised an industrial dispute. 
The opposite party has therefore prayed that this Tribunal 
to hold that the reference order is not maintainable and 
further held that the concerned woikman is not entitled to 
any relief. 

The woiko' in his rgoindo' has doiied the allegations 
of die written statonent amt has alleged th^ the opposite 
party is m mdattry and Labour Cqials are cemnpetent to 
adjudicate the reference. It is also stated m die rejoinder 
diat 10,000 hens and Bata's are being manttained in the 
(^iposite pmty and diey are sold and even their eggs are 
sold. The opposite p»ty abo organise trainsig and takes 
fram^ fees. It is also alleged that diis Tribunal has 
jtuisihakm to adpidicate the reference. Worker las alleged 
that after tampion be continued to approadi to opposite 
party and has been requestmg the opposite party for their 
engagement but he was only assured that he shall be 
eng^ed. Ehiring the period the worker on 2-7-93,95-96 
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21. Photocopy of miinagement order dt. 14-2-91. 

22. Photocopy of management’s order dt. 16-2-91. 

Opposite party has also filed photo copies of mustor 
roll from 14-8-89 to 24-3 -91 as per the orders of the court. 

Worker has filed affidavit in support of his case and 
has been cross examined by the representative of the 
opposite party. 

Opposite party has examined Asstt. Administrative 
Officer, Sri Shanti Prasadl and he has been cross examined. 

The parties have filed written arguments. 

The parties were invited for oral submission on 
4-8-05 but only worker representative turned up, opposite 
party did not turned up it was believed that the oj^osite 
party does not want to forward his oral submissions. 
Therefore perused the (svidence on record and written 
arguments of the parties . Also heard the reprissentative of 
the workman. 

First of all this has to be decided whether the 
opposite party is industry or otherwise. Since jurisdiction 
of this court has been challenged by the opiwsite party. 

Central Avian Research Institute, Izatnjigar, Bareilly 
is registered under the Society Act, which is constituted 
by Indian Counsel of Agiicultural Research located at New 
Delhi. This fact has come in the evidence of Asstt. 
Administrative Officer Sri Shanti Praseid. The witness has 
also admitted in the cros s examination tiiat for running of 
the institute the services of labours are required 
systematically. It is also admitted that no ga:setted officer 
are not employed in the institute. The institufe; is registered 
under the Society Act is manned by Chairman who is 
Director General. 

The witness of the opposite party has also admitted 
that the beneficiaries are the agriculturist. It is also admitted 
that the fairs and exhibition are being orgfinised by tile 
institute where in the (jinny pigs, Baters Jind Hens are 
exhibited and those agriculturist who desire to purchase 
them they purchase the same. It is also admitted that such 
fairs and exhibition are organised in different parts of the 
country. 

Opposite party has argued that the opposiie party 
institute is purely a reseiEirch institute and it does not come 
within the purview of industry. The main emphasis has 
been laid down government’s Physical Research Institute 
(PRL), which was not held to be a industry b(rcause PRL is 
purely research organisation discharging government 
functions though it is taking employees co-operation to 
achieving its purpose. It has been argued that PRL is a 
institute under the government of India’s Deptt. of Space. 
It is engaged in pure research in space scumce. Purpose 
of research is to acquire knowledge about ’the formation 
and evolution of the universe but the knowledge thus 


acquired is not intended for sale. The opposite party has 
filed the case law (1997) 4 Supreme Court Cases 257 PRL 
Vs. K. G. Sharma and others. Relying on the above case 
law tile opposite party tried to impress tiiat the opposite 
party is purely a research institute. I have gone through 
the case law cited by the opposite party. PRL is together 
different institute then that of Central Avian Research 
Institute. PRL could hot be terms as industry because 
PRL is a institute under the Government of India Deptt. of 
Space. It is engaged in pure research in space science. 
The purpose of research is to acquire knowledge about 
the formation and evolution of the universe but the 
knowledge thus acquired is not intended for sale. The 
Labour Court has recorded a categorical finding tiiat the 
research work carried on by tiie PRL is not connected with 
production supply or disfribution of material goods or 
services. The material on record further discloses tiiat PRL 
is conducting research not for tile benefit or use of otiiers. 
Though the results of research woric done by them are 
occasionally published, they have never been sold. There 
is no material to show that the knowledge so acquired by 
PRL is marketable or has any commercial value. It has not 
been pointed outhow the knowledge acquired by PRL or 
tiie resulte of research occasionally published by it will be 
useful to persons other than those engaged in such type 
of study. The material discloses that the object with which 
the research activity is undertaken by PRL is to obtain 
knowledge for the benefit of the Department of Space. Its 
objective is not to render services to others nor in fact it 
does so except in an indirect manner. 

Neither from the nature of its oiganisation nor from 
tiie nature and character of activity carried on by it, can it 
be said to be an undertaking analogous to business or 
jrade. It is not engaged in a commercial industrial activity 
^d it cannot be described as an economic venture or a 
commercial enterprise as it is not its object to produce and 
distribute services which would satisfy wants and needs 
of tiie consumer community. It is more an institution 
discharging governmental functions and a domestic 
enterprise than a commercial enterprise. PRL, therefore is 
not an industry even though it is carrying on the activity 
of research in a systematic manner with the help of its 
employees as it lacks that element which would make it an 
organisation carrying on an activity which can be said to 
be analogous to the carrying on of a trade or business 
because it is not producing distributing services which 
are intended or meant for satisfying human wants and 
needs, as ordinarily understood. 

The present institute is different from PRL. This 
institute is running under tiie Society Act. The object of 
this institute is not purely research but object is also 
commercial as the research work is sold in orgmising fairs 
and exhibitions. In the circumstances the status of PRL is 
together different from Central Avian Research Institute. 
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imstances from the evaluation of the 
:o the conclusion that opposite party is 

irty’s argument is that this court has no 
se it is not an industry is not having any 

gument advanced by the opposite party 
was appointed only for specific tenure 
and after completion of the aforesaid 
j automatically came to end. 

Jty has also argued that worker Sushil 
t worked continuously from 18-8-89 to 
fail to complete 240 days in any calendar 

there are no appointment letter and no 
md there is no contractual appointment 
! worker is disengaged on 25-3-91. The 
working days has been admitted by the 
jss Sri Shanti Prasad on 16-6-2004. His 
as follows: 

I ■5U 11 "Rf 1990 ^ irr^ 91 

) fqi «hi4 'Jii'K ynif'in % t” 

litted that there was no service contract 
»ement and the worker which is evident 
nestion answer: 

^ «liq I 


ve facts it is also not disputed that the 
rk w.e.f. 14-8-89 to 24-3-91. The facts 
from the own documents filed by the 
lustor roll. Section 25F defines the term 
ice which is as under : 

f continuous service: 
an shall be said to be in continuous 
if he is, for that period in uninterrupted 
service which may be interrupted on 
s or authorised leave or an accident or 
)t illegal or a lock out or a cessation of 
t due to any fault on the part of the 

vorkman is not in continuous service 
of clause (1) for a period of one year or 
I be deemed to be in continuous service 

)d of one year, if the workman during a 
twelve calendar months preceding the 
reference to whidj calculation is to be 
; actually worked under the employer 
for not leis than : 


(i) one hundred and ninety days in the case of 
a workman employed below ground in a 
mine; and 

(ii) two hundred and forty days, in any other 
case. 

(b) for a period of six months, if the workman during 
a period of six calendar months preceding the 
date with reference to which calculation is to be 
made, has actually worked under the employer 
for not less that: 

(i) ninety five days in the case of workman 
employed below ground mine; and 

(ii) one hundred and twenty days in any other 
case. 

Explanation : For the purposes of clause (2) the 
number of days on which a workman has actually worked 
under an employer shall include the days on which 

(i) he has been laid off under an agreement or 
as permitted by standing orders made under 
the Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) 
Act, 1946 (20 of 1946) or under the Act or 
under any other law applicable to the 
industrial establishment. 

(u) he has been on leave with full wages earned 
in the previous years. 

(iii) he has been absent due to temporary 
disablement caused by accident arising out 
of and in the course of his employment; and 

(iv) in the case of a female, she has been on 
maternity leave, so however, that the total 
period of such maternity leave does not 
exceed twelve weeks. 

Section 25 F of the 1. D. Act is as under: 

Conditions precedent to retrenchment of workers : 
No workman employed in any industry who has been in 
continuous service for not less than one year under an 
employer shall be retrenched by that employer until; 

(a) the workman has been given one month’s notice 
in writing indicating the reasons for retrenchment 
and the period of notice has expired, or the 
workman has been paid in lieu of such notice, 
wages for the period of the notice. 

(b) the workman has been paid, at the time of 
retrenchment compensation which shall be 
equivalent to fifteen days average pay (for every 
completed year of continuous service) or any 
part thereof in excess of six months; and 

(c) notice in the prescribed manner in service on the 
appropriate government (for such authority as 
may be specified by the appropriate government 
by notification in the Official Gazette). 
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From the facts on record it is proved that the worker 
has put in more than 240 ilays work prior to his termination. 
The defence taken by the employer is that the woricer 
himself deserted the em ployment. The argument is that 
the worker failed to approach the authority fo r the job md 
no application in respect of re-engagement from the side 
of the worker has been received in the office of the opposite 
party. It is also argued tiiat there is delay in filing dispute 
before the authorities concerned which sh(5ws that the 
worker was gainfully employed. It is also aigiiied that after 
25-3-91 worker failed to approach the opposite party as he 
was gainfully engaged during his disengagement and it is 
because of that reason the management has; argued th^ 
the worker himself deseited the opposite parley. Sri Shanti 
Prasad, AAO of the opposite party has statsd that since 
25-3-91 there was no casual work available with the 
opposite party and the v/orker Sushil Kumar Saxena also 
did not work thereafter. It is also stated b>' the wimess 
that the worker did not approach the opposiite party for 
the job. The same witness in the cross examination has 
stated that Sushil Kumar Saxena was removed on 25-3-91 
and at the same time he has stated that he can not tell the 
reason for his removal. In reply to another' question of 
court witness again said that the worker was; removed on 
25-3-91. Admittedly the worker was not given notice as 
evident from the statement of the cross examination for 
his removal nor he was paid any compensation or notice 
pay. The opposite party argument that worker himself 
deserted is Aerefore far from truth. 

It has also been admitted by the opposite party 
witness that other similar workers Sri P. N. BaJipai and others 
were regularised although witness has stated that they 
have been regularised through direct recruitaient. It is also 
admitted that they were terminated alongwith Sushil Kumar 
Saxena the present worker. 

It is also admitted fact that P. K. Bajpei filed a Writ 
Petition in the High Court of Judicature at Allahabad in 
which the Hon’ble High Court on 8-2-91 stayed the 
termination. The said order was further extended on 
22-4-91 and since the relief prayed by the worker P. N. 
Bajpai was made available to him the writ was dismissed 
as infructuous on 12-12-99. 

Worker has filed photocopy of his application 
dt. 2-7-93 addressed to opposite pai^ for tak ing him back 
in service through UP(2. The worker has filed another 
application addressed to the opposite party on 13-11-97 
on UPC. The worker in his affidavit dt. 11 - lO- 01 stated that 
he sent said representation for reinstatement but the 
employer did not reply nor the worker reinstated. The 
worker has stated in his affidavit that he hmself did not 
desert or leave the job on his own instead he was laid off. 
Worker has stated in his cross-examination that after 
leaving the services he was not employed elsewhere. He 
said that he performed tlie job of tutor and teaches chilAen 
and is not eng^ed in ruiy business, and on this way he 
earns Rs. 1400 to 1500 per month. He has fiirtiier stated 
that after removal from fee job he gave four five letters he 
has denied that his salary is Rs. 5000. If a person engages 
himself after being tenninated from the sei’vice to teach 


the children to survive and escape of starvation can not 
be termed as gainfully employed. Any person in the 
circu m s tan ces will like to fill his belly and if in the year 
2003 when he was being cross examined, he earned Rs. 
1400 to 1500 per month can not be termed to be person 
gainfully employed. 

From the copy of muster roll filed by the oj^site 
party I find that the worker was employed @ Rs. 1200 per 
month fixed pay upto August 1990 thereafter he has been 
engaged @ Rs. 25 per day + D. A. Thus his earning was 
reduced. This is clear cut case of exploitation of labour. I 
do not agree with the opposite party that the worker himself 
deserted the job instead 1 find ftiat the worker was removed 
from service without observing the provision contained 
in I. D. Act, as provided in Section 25 F of the Act. 

Much emphasis have been given to the fact that the 
worker is not regular. I.D. Act has no distinguishing 
feature with regard to regular employee or casual employee 
it is simply laid down the procedure as to how a worker 
could be retrenched irrespective of the fact whether he is 
regular or casual employee. 

Opposite party has relied upon the case law 2004 (2) 
Supreme Court service law judgement page 384 Pankaj 
Gupta and others Vs. State of Jammu and Kashmir and 
others wherein it is laid down that a person appointed 
illegally or appointed without following the procedure 
prescribed under the law can not claim for regularisation. 
This law is hot applicable to the facts of the case because 
the issue does not refer for regularisation the issue referred 
to the court is whether the termination of service is just, 
ftiir and legal.; Under this issue no regularisation can be 
granted to the workman. 

From the evidence on the record I come to the 
conclusion that there is no delay in filing the dispute before 
the concerned authorities the worker has not deserted the 
employer and the employer has terminated the services of 
the worker without observing the procedure laid down 
jimder the I.D. Act and therefore such termination can not 
be held to be just, fair and legal. 

It is pertinent to point out that ftie worker in his 
examination-in-chief termed certain administrative orders 
as appointment letter this is not true there is no pleadings 
to the effect that the worker was given any appointment 
letter or any termination letter. 

I, therefore, answer the issue in favour of the 
woikman and hold that the termination of Sushil Kr. Saxena 
w.e.f 25-3-91 is notjust, fair or legal. 

The worker was during the period of his 
disengagement from the service continued to have 
meagure earning to meet his requirements and looking to 
the fact that he was daily rated weaker there could be no 
order as to back wages. However, the opposite party is 
directed to be reinstated in the service within 2 months 
from the notification of award with continuity in service. 

Lucknow 

5-&-2005 

SHRIKANT SHUKLA, Presiding Office 
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